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Deep State: Pulling Strings 

From Behind the Scenes 

After the election of Donald Trump, many 
Americans noticed the concerted efforts 
by intelligence agencies, government 
bureaucrats, rich elites, and major media 
to vilify Trump and stop his agenda — 
for the first time noticing the Deep State. 
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Force Behind Climate Change? 

As claims that were made to back the idea 
that CO, drives Earth's climate falter on 
conflicting real-world data, claims made 
that the Sun is likely the predominant 
factor in driving temperatures are 
being verified. (January 22, 2018, 48pp) 


(January 8, 2018, 48pp) TNA180108 TNA180122 

Does NAFTA = 

Prosperity and Progress? 

Some Americans claim NAFTA has been 
harmful, while others tout its benefits. 
So which is it? In truth, its effects till 
now have been innocuous compared to 
what’s coming if we don't exit the pact. 
(December 4, 2017, 48pp) TNA171204 


California Burning: Global Warming 
or Federal Mismanagement? 

With large sections of California — 
including many houses — going up in 
flames this past year, many prominent 
people have blamed global warming for 
the fires. But the evidence — strongly — 
points elsewhere. (February 5,2018,48pp) 
TNA180205 


Donald Trump: 1st Year 

As an object of scorn and hate by all parts of the 
establishment — politicians, media, intelligence 
agencies, and globalists — President Trump was 
expected to be thwarted in most every effort to fulfill 
campaign promises, but he has shown surprising 
resilience and found some success. (February 19, 
2018, 48pp) TNA180219 
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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 
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Joan Brown 
tok Kk Ink 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 


NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
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ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 
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POLITICS 

Donald Trump: 1st Year 

by Charles Scaliger — To the surprise of many of his right-wing 
critics, after his election, Donald Trump moved right in his policies, 
unlike Republican presidents from previous decades, who moved left. 
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BOOK REVIEW 
Manufacturing a Madman 
by C. Mitchell Shaw — Trump biographer Michael Wolff says that INSIDE THE TRUMP 


WHITE HOUSE 


not only did Trump’s staffers think he was going to lose the election, 
but they thought he was crazy — along with other unproven claims. ae 
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Unnoteworthy News 

by James Murphy — Fake news, once dubbed “yellow journalism,” 
is as old as news itself, but nowadays, with the slant given by major 
media to most reporting, major media have themselves to blame. 
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CONGRESS 


The Freedom Index 

Our second look at the 115th Congress shows how every member 
of the House and Senate voted on key issues such as NATO, 
ObamaCare, and tax cuts. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Did Jefferson Have Dalliances? 
by Steve Byas — For a variety of reasons, critics have claimed that 
Thomas Jefferson, after his wife’s death, fathered children with his 


slave Sally Hemings, but the facts say otherwise. ° 
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Trump and the Nationalist-globalist War 

by William F Jasper 
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Not Just a “White” Thing 


Your article from November 20, 2017 on 
slavery (“Slavery: The Deep History of the 
Great Evil’) brought to mind a historic stop 
we made while traveling cross country. 

A trip took us up the Intracoastal Wa- 
terway, where we spent an extended time 
in Charleston, South Carolina. As home 
to the first state historical museum in the 
United States, it gives another glimpse 
into slavery in our country’s history. 

At this museum, we were informed 
that prior to the Civil War, Charleston’s 
population was one-half Free Black. They 
owned their own businesses, with many 
being professionals, and owned their 
own plantations and their own slaves. 

TOM FEIGUM 
Hartfield, Virginia 


Easy to Love and Hate 


Your review of Andrew Jackson and the 
Miracle of New Orleans (January 22 
issue) seems only partially complete in 
evaluating Andrew Jackson. He is a char- 
acter of history who is easy to both love 
and hate. Though he may indeed have 
adopted two Indian children, he was also 
responsible for the “Trail of Tears” fiasco 
in which he moved Indians in order to give 
land to Democrats, as previously reported 
in the pages of your own magazine. 
WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Sent via e-mail 


Second-guessing Stats 


The article in the January 22 issue “Solar 
Power: The Real Force Behind Climate 
Change?” would have been more believ- 
able if the author would have checked his 
facts a little better. According to every- 
thing else I have read, the Little Ice Age 
began about 1200 A.D., with the low point 
occurring in the mid-17th century. 

The author is either ignorant or inten- 
tionally trying to slant his point like the 
alarmists. 

CHARLES STEVENS 
Ballwin, Missouri 


The author responds — No doubt the 
worlds paleoclimatologists will be happy 
to hear that the mystery as to when the 
Little Ice Age began has been solved. 
Heretofore sources such as Science Daily 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


have reported the Little Ice Age as running 

from 1550 to 1850, with the caveat “al- 
though there is no generally agreed start 
and end date.” Britannica suggests both 
1300-1850 and 1500-1850, while Brian 
Fagan in his epic book on the subject, The 
Little Ice Age: How Climate Made His- 
tory 1300-1850, telegraphs his opinion in 
the book title. I took my estimate from a 
graphic in the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change 1990 report, Figure 7.1: 
1500 to the late 1800s. 

Thanks for pointing out that the depth 
of the Little Ice Age was in the mid-17th 
century, but you might go back and check 
your 1200 A.D. starting point, as that was 
smack dab in the middle of the Medieval 
Warm Period. — Ed Hiserodt 


Bottom Feeders 
Bottom Dealing 


Women’s rights are being dealt from the bot- 
tom of the deck, but who shuffles the cards? 

I stood with a pro-life group on a Sun- 
day reciting prayers to the good Lord, be- 
seeching Him to pour forth his graces on 
us, especially on mothers to embrace their 
unborn babies so that they didn’t have their 
babies killed by unscrupulous and greedy 
abortionists. While praying, some passing 
cars tooted their horns in agreement, while 
others, men, showed their middle finger 
in rebuttal. 

The irony of this action falls on whom? 
Answer: Women sitting beside these 
goons live with a person who undoubtedly 
treats them worse than what we observed 
as the cars flashed by. No one will con- 
vince me that these women are not sub- 
jected to the same intolerance in their daily 
lives. They are not married to or co-hab- 
itating with gentlemen. They are exposed 
to culture from the bottom of the deck. 

Sadly, they become what they tolerate: 
abused, angry women and mothers. Their 
home is a swamp devoid of deep endur- 
ing love. 

JOAN SOLMS 
Aurora, Illinois 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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ICE to Deploy License-plate Recognition Software 


Technology news website The Verge reported on January 26, 
“The Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency has 
officially gained agency-wide access to a nationwide license plate 
recognition database, according to a contract finalized earlier this 
month. The system gives the agency access to billions of license 
plate records and new powers of real-time location tracking.” 

According to the General Services Administration website, 
ICE has awarded a contract “to obtain query based access to a 
commercially available License Plate Reader (LPR) database.” 
While the recipient of the contract is not identified on the website, 
the story published by The Verge indicates that Vigilant Solutions 
will be providing the license plate readers to ICE. 

Vigilant Solutions, an LPR manufacturer that’s been the recipi- 
ent of numerous government contracts, boasts of being a “trusted 
provider to tens of thousands of law enforcement profession- 
als.” The Vigilant Solutions database reportedly “contains 2 bil- 
lion entries,” with “70 million additional license plate photo- 
graphs being added each month.” 

The Verge asserts: “ICE agents would be able to query that 
database in two ways. A historical search would turn up every 
place a given license plate has been spotted in the last five years, 
a detailed record of the target’s movements. That data could be 
used to find a given subject’s residence or even identify associ- 
ates if a given car is regularly spotted in a specific parking lot.” 

Simplicity is the selling point of this technology, according to 


information provided by Vigilant on its website. “Plate capture is 
simple,” they boast. And, “Facial Recognition is made incredibly 
simple and convenient on the Mobile Companion [smartphone 
app]. Simply take a picture, or upload an image from a file or 
from social media, and match against the available gallery. Vigi- 
lant prepopulates the gallery with mugshot data, CrimeStopper 
data, and registered sex offender data. Agency Managers may up- 
load additional images into their gallery (using the web interface) 
for better matching against local known individuals.” 

The expansion of the surveillance state is creating a country 
where there isn’t an unmonitored place in the real or cyber world. 


Britain’s Socialized Healthcare Syst 
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The British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) reported January 
11 that patients are dying in the United Kingdom’s socialized 
hospital corridors as safety is compromised by “intolerable” con- 
ditions. Of course, the BBC did not attribute such horrific condi- 
tions to the fact that the British healthcare system is socialized. 
Instead, in typical socialist fashion, the solution offered was that 
more tax dollars need to be pumped into the system. 

Sixty-eight physicians sent an open letter to Prime Minister 
Theresa May, informing her of the massive problems they are 
facing in British hospitals. The letter, from doctors in England 
and Wales, informed May that “patients are having to sleep in 


em Is Overwhelmed 


makeshift wards set up in side rooms; trolley waits of up to 12 
hours are being routinely seen as staff struggle to find free beds; 
thousands of patients are left stuck in the back of ambulances 
waiting for staff to take them in; and more than 120 patients a 
day are being managed in corridors in some places. And some 
are dying prematurely.” 

Chris Hopson, speaking for the National Health Service 
(NHS), naturally blamed underfunding of the socialized health- 
care system. “We have reached a watershed moment where either 
we fund the NHS to the extent that is needed to meet those stan- 
dards or, and this is absolutely not what we want, we abandon 
those standards.... We are now at the point where we cannot 
deliver the NHS constitutional standards without a long-term 
funding settlement.” 

If quality of care is the standard by which the system is to be 
judged, Britain’s socialized system has always been a failure: 
Fifty years after the NHS began, the U.K. government released 
the Atcheson Report, which showed that inequality in treatment be- 
tween rich and poor was worse than when the system started, with 
poorer people having vastly lower survival rates for treatments. 

Perhaps this should teach us to avoid socialized medicine in 
the United States. While it is politically possible to oppose social- 
ized medicine before it is implemented, once implemented, it is 
almost impossible to abolish it, no matter how obvious it is that 
it is not working. 
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Trump Plans to Relocate U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem by 2019 


The Trump administration appears to be preparing to move the 
U.S. Embassy in Israel from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem by 2019, “de- 
spite insisting last month that the move would not happen until 
the end of President Trump’s term,” reported the New York Times 
January 18. This comes after President Trump officially recog- 
nized Jerusalem as the capital of Israel in early December. 

Talk of moving up the timeline first came via comments from 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who told reporters 
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January 17 in India that the embassy would be moved “much 
faster than people think, within a year from today.” 

President Trump initially appeared to balk at the idea of a quick 
transfer of the embassy, responding to Netanyahu’s prediction 
by saying that Israel and the United States were “talking about 
different scenarios,” and that “we’re not really looking at that” 
timeline. However, within 24 hours both the New York Times and 
the Wall Street Journal reported that Trump and Netanyahu ap- 
peared to be on the same page regarding the move. 

The original plan for the move called for the construction of a 
new high-security embassy complex in Jerusalem, something Sec- 
retary of State Rex Tillerson had said would be completed “prob- 
ably no earlier than three years out, and that’s pretty ambitious.” 

However, reported the New York Times, “the State Depart- 
ment has since settled on a more modest plan to convert an 
existing consular building in Arnona, a neighborhood in West 
Jerusalem. That will reduce the cost of the project and allow 
Ambassador David M. Friedman and his staff to move there as 
early as next year.” 

But the Associated Press reported January 22 that, according to 
a number of U.S. officials, the Arnona complex would serve only 
as an interim embassy until the permanent facility envisioned 
by Tillerson could be constructed in Jerusalem. The most likely 
scenario would have Ambassador Friedman and his top aides 
and staff moving to the temporary facility as early as April 2019, 
while retaining their offices in the Tel Aviv embassy. 


Venezuela’s Crude Oil Exports to U.S. Declining Sharply 


The flow of Venezuelan heavy crude oil to U.S. Gulf Coast re- 
fineries dropped by 60 percent in the first three weeks of Janu- 
ary, according to data from the U.S. Energy Information Agency 
(EIA). Shipments had been averaging around a million barrels a 
day, but have dropped to 394,000 barrels per day since the first 
of the year. 

The news from the EIA is not surprising. Reuters reported in 
early January that Venezuela’s crude production last year fell by 
13 percent from the year before, hitting a 28-year low. This fol- 
lows a six-year decline in production that tracks closely with the 
imposition of “Chavism,” the political ideology that wealth can be 
created through government edict rather than capital investment. 

For a while it looked like Chavism was working. Revenues 
from Venezuela’s vast crude oil reserves allowed Hugo Chavez 
to expand Venezuela’s welfare state, resulting in socialists around 
the globe declaring his country an economic miracle. But then 
oil revenues started declining, and Chavez died in 2013. Nicolas 
Maduro (a former bus driver and union organizer) took over and 
proceeded to run this economic “miracle” into the ground. 

Credit must also be given to U.S. crude oil refineries for cut- 
ting the flow of Venezuelan heavy crude, and Maduro’s resul- 
tant cash flow, in favor of other more reliable sources such as 
Mexico and Canada for the same product. It isn’t politics that 
forced those refineries to cut their imports, but simple economics: 


= 


They needed a dependable, reliable, steady source of crude and, 
thanks to Maduro’s military takeover of his state-owned energy 
company PdVSA, Venezuela cannot provide it. Instead, PAVSA 
employees are leaving as a result of the company no longer being 
able to pay them, and they’re taking with them valuable supplies 
and equipment to sell on the black market to feed themselves and 
their families. 

As Winston Churchill said, “Socialism is a philosophy of fail- 
ure, the creed of ignorance, and the gospel of envy. Its inherent 
virtue is the equal sharing of misery.” 
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Real Fights Between Democrats and Republicans Don’t Exist 
“Don’t let the politicians and the media fool you. Despite the appear- 
ance of ferocious partisan warfare, the truth is that both political parties 
agree on all the important issues. For instance, both parties support 
perpetual, undeclared war.” 

In his weekly column, former Congressman Ron Paul continued point- 
ing to the unreliability of both political parties. 


Weather Channel Founder Passes Away 

“John Coleman, who co-founded the Weather Channel, also drew 
anger during the later years of his career for his views on global 
warming, which he called a ‘hoax’ and a ‘scam.’ [He also] chastised 
the national media for reporting on it 
from ‘an environmental point of view and for their continuing liberal, 
political agenda.’” 

The Associated Press used the opportunity presented by John Coleman s 
death at 83 to demean his long-standing view about the unproven claims 
that humans are causing an overheating of the Earth. 


AP Images 


Democrat Claims President Admitted His Views Had Evolved 

“He used the word ‘evolved’ in the general context of the wall and 
DACA. And he said [all candidates] make campaign promises. That’s 
different from governing.” 

After participating in discussions about a wall along the Mexico-U.S. 
border with several Democratic lawmakers, Raul Grijalva (D-Ariz.) 


ae said he heard the president use terms that indicated his hardline views 
Mit had softened. 


Hawaiian Who Sent False Missile Alarm Will Not Be Named 

“The reality is that he made a fairly simple mistake, and no one wants to ruin someone’s life because 
he made a mistake. If his identity was out there, he’d be a pariah.” 

A public information officer of Hawaii's Emergency Management Agency, Richard Raposa, added 
that the man whose mistake gravely frightened fellow Hawaiians is deeply sorry for the anxiety he 
caused. 


Two Dead After Latest School Shooting 

“We have absolutely become numb to these kinds of shootings, and I think that will continue.” 

On January 23, a student at a Kentucky high school killed two fellow students and injured 17 others in 
a shooting rampage. Former FBI official Katherine Schweit noted that this shooting was the 11th such 
incident at a U.S. school in 2018. Could the reason these shootings occur at schools have something to 
do with requiring schools to be gun free zones? 


One Senator Fears Massive Indebtedness Could Destroy the United States 

“Tf the GOP insists on exceeding the budget caps by over $100 billion in new military spending, it’s 
hard to argue that the Republican Party really cares about the debt.” 
While having a discussion with two Senate colleagues about why some 
countries fall, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) tried unsuccessfully to get 
them to realize that our nation could fall because of the enormous in- 
debtedness already accumulated. 


Trump Angered by Chief of Staff’s Claim About the Wall 

“The Wall is the Wall. It has never changed or evolved from the first 

day I conceived of it.” 

After White House Chief of Staff John F: Kelly suggested that the presi- 

dent s view had “evolved,” President Trump promptly tweeted that his 

view had not changed. @ Donald 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus 
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STORY ..POLitics 


To the surprise of many of his right-wing critics, after his election, Donald Trump moved 
right in his policies, unlike Republican presidents from previous decades, who moved left. 
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by Charles Scaliger 


became the 45th president of the Unit- 

ed States, and it’s safe to say there has 
not been a dull moment. Since before he 
was even sworn into office, Trump has 
been under relentless and unprecedented 
attack by his political enemies, who have 
openly and unabashedly been seeking to 
remove him from his office by fair means 
or foul. Talk of impeachment was in the air 
the day after the 2016 elections, and an un- 
ending torrent of targeted leaks, malicious 
rumormongering, and frivolous prosecu- 
tion of Trump supporters by an indepen- 
dent counsel run amok have contributed 
to the year-long atmosphere of chaos and 
bitter partisan strife that have all but torn 
America asunder. 

Under such circumstances, engineered 
to prevent the president from enacting any 
of his agenda items, most men would have 
long since surrendered in despair. But 
Trump, rather remarkably, has persevered 
and even managed to advance a surprising 
number of agenda items that cannot but 
palliate America’s ongoing crisis of Big 
Government and out-of-control federal 
debts and spending. Despite the needless 
confrontations provoked by ill-considered 
tweets, and the failure (so far) to secure 
funding for Trump’s touted border wall 
or to repeal ObamaCare, we are pleased 
to report that President Trump has out- 
performed the expectations of those con- 
stitutionalists who were hoping the new 
president would oppose the establishment 
agenda that has been pursued by both 
Democrat and Republican administra- 
tions — more government and more in- 
ternationalism. While far from perfect on 
a number of issues, Trump to this point 
has been unique among modern presidents 
in that, instead of moving to the left once 
elected, he has moved to the right, enact- 
ing a more conservative and even consti- 
tutionalist agenda than most of us dared 
hope possible. 

It has been more than a generation 
since ordinary Americans have seen sig- 
nificant tax cuts. Presidents George Bush, 
Bill Clinton, and Barack Obama all hiked 
taxes significantly, and the tax cuts enacted 
under George W. Bush via legislation in 
2001 and 2003 were not significant enough 
to have a lasting effect on an economy that 


I t has been a year since Donald Trump 
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Under such circumstances, engineered to prevent the 
president from enacting any of his agenda items, most 
men would have long since surrendered in despair. 
But Trump, rather remarkably, has persevered and 
even managed to advance a Surprising number of 


agenda items. 


had been foundering since the bursting of 
the stock-market bubble in 2000. 

With the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act of 2017 
(TCJA), passed in the waning weeks of the 
year, Americans are seeing the first deep 
tax cuts since the Reagan era, cuts that will 
likely ease the pain of tax season for tens 
of millions of middle-class American fam- 
ilies, but which will require corresponding 
cuts in government spending to have last- 
ing benefit. 

The Trump tax cuts include a near-dou- 
bling of the standard deduction for mar- 
ried couples, from $12,700 to $24,000. 
For families earning average middle-class 
incomes, a reduction of their taxable in- 
come under the standard deduction by 
nearly $12,000 will drastically reduce 
tax obligations and enlarge returns come 
April 15. The child tax credit, formerly at 
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$1,000, was doubled to $2,000. Overall all 
tax rates were dropped for most income 
brackets, with the sharpest drops in the 
second ($19,050 to $77,400) from 15 per- 
cent to 12 percent, the third ($77,400 to 
$165,000) from 25 percent to 22 percent, 
and the fourth ($165,000 to $315,000) 
from 28 percent to 24 percent. Only the 
first and sixth (out of seven) brackets re- 
mained unchanged. 

On the other hand, the TCJA capped 
the state and local tax deduction (SALT) 
at $10,000, a clever provision that will 
disincentivize massive state and local 
taxation rates in states such as California, 
New York, New Jersey, and Maryland — 
all of them largely liberal Democratic 
states whose voters have been immunized 
for decades against massive federal taxa- 
tion they are happy to have imposed on 


Taxing responsibilities: President Trump speaks after passage of the long-awaited tax cuts. To 
truly have long-term benefit, these much-needed reforms will need to be supported by even more 


Crucial cuts in government spending. 
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the rest of us — as long as it is offset by 
local tax deductibility. 

The TCJA also got rid of the Obama- 
Care mandate, sunsetting it in 2019 — 
this, after congressional Republicans so 
ignominiously failed to repeal Obama- 
Care, despite years of promises to do so 
and controlling both houses of Congress 
and the White House. 

Additionally, the TCJA jettisoned a 
number of other miscellaneous deduct- 
ibles, like moving expenses and alimony 
payments, in the interest of simplifying 
the overall income tax system. 

Tax reduction and simplification were 
two of President Trump’s guiding prin- 
ciples in the lead-up to the passage of tax 
cuts, but it is important to realize that this 
bill, while a vast improvement on any tax 
bill since the Reagan era, still falls far 
short of the president’s expectations, let 
alone what constitutional principles and 
simple prudence would dictate. For one 
thing, the lowest income tax rate remains 
at 10 percent, a figure vastly higher than 
many state and most local tax rates. And 
people with annual taxable incomes above 
$600,000 will still pay a whopping 37 per- 
cent, more than one-third of their income. 

Such taxation rates are far in excess of 
what Americans paid prior to the instate- 
ment of the modern federal tax system. The 
federal government set up under the Con- 
stitution in its original form — when limits 
on federal government authority, as made 
plain in the Ninth and 10th Amendments, 
were generally observed by America’s early 
elected leaders — was funded primarily by 
revenue from tariffs. No income taxes, cor- 
porate taxes, capital gains taxes, or any of 
the other burdensome and intrusive forms 
of taxation now taken for granted by Amer- 
ica’s corrupt political leadership, were con- 
templated or enacted. An income tax was 
put in place temporarily to fund the Civil 
War, but repealed thereafter — until a con- 
stitutional amendment ratified in 1913 (the 


Jobs growth: President Trump’s policies have so far 
led to the creation of millions of new jobs, including 
the 70 to 100 new jobs created by the opening of this 


coal mine in Friedens, Pennsylvania. 
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16th) made a permanent federal income tax 
legal. Not only that, but the income tax was 
graduated; the more you earned, the higher 
a percentage of your income was taxed. In- 
terestingly, a “heavy progressive or gradu- 
ated income tax” was the second of Karl 
Marx’s 10 recommendations set forth in 
the Communist Manifesto to pave the way 
for the introduction of communism. This 
is in keeping with one of socialism’s guid- 
ing principles, the catchphrase for every 
planned economy: “From each according to 
his ability, to each according to his needs.” 

Most Americans in 1913 were unaware 
of the malevolent potential of the graduated 
income tax, and naively accepted the gov- 
ernment’s promises that the tax would only 
ever be a pittance, and would mostly be 
levied on the rich. The original income tax 
rate was a modest one percent on incomes 
over $3,000 ($75,000 in 2017 dollars), and 
an additional six percent for incomes over 
$500,000 (nearly $12.6 million in 2017). 
These rates affected only the wealthiest of 


With the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act of 2017 (TCJA), passed 
in the waning weeks of the year, Americans are seeing 
the first deep tax cuts since the Reagan era, cuts 

that will likely ease the pain of tax season for tens of 
millions of middle-class American families. 
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Americans, and constituted little hardship 
for those who paid it. But before long, the 
graduated income tax grew into a monstros- 
ity that was used to fund the massive wars 
and welfarism of the 20th century. Only 
five years after the permanent federal in- 
come tax was first enacted, the top rate (for 
annual earnings over $1 million, or $17.5 
million in 2017) was raised to a vertiginous 
77 percent, in order to pay for the expenses 
of America’s first major overseas interven- 
tion, World War I. Tax rates climbed higher 
during the Great Depression (to fund the 
New Deal) and during World War IT — 
when quarterly income taxes and payroll 
withholdings were also rolled out. By the 
early 1950s, the highest bracket was paying 
rates of more than 90 percent. 

Beginning in the 1960s and into the 
1980s, tax rates were gradually lowered, 
as government found other, more creative 
ways to tax and to raise revenue via infla- 
tion. The Trump tax cuts represent another 
step in the right direction. But they are a 
far cry from the pre-1913 world in which 
most Americans never interacted with 
the federal government at all outside of 
the Post Office, let alone tried to satisfy 
its seemingly unappeasable appetite for 
money via income taxes. 

Proper tax reform would entail not only 
tax cuts, but a phasing out of the socialist 
income tax altogether. But it would also 
necessitate corresponding cuts in govern- 
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ment spending, which the present crop of 
Washington insiders, elected and unelect- 
ed, is not likely to permit. Because of this, 
deficits and the national debt are likely to 
continue growing, in the longer run, be- 
cause of the TCJA. 

Aside from tax cuts, the Trump era has 
so far seen economic growth the likes of 
which have not visited our shores for many 
years. The stock market has been surging 
ever since the November 2016 elections, 
and at the time of this writing, the Dow has 
passed 26,000 for the first time — heady 
gains after many years of merely trying to 
recover to pre-2000 levels. By all appear- 
ances, we may, for the first time in nearly a 
generation, be entering a secular bull mar- 
ket of the kind that buoyed the economy 
during the ’80s and ’90s. 

Other economic indicators, including 
economic confidence (at a 17-year high), 
jobs growth (1.7 million new jobs dur- 
ing Trump’s first year in office), the GDP 
(back over three percent consistently), 
and unemployment (back down near four 
percent, after years at or near double dig- 
its), all suggest that the economy both is 
responding to concrete policy changes 
enacted during Trump’s first year, and is 
anticipating greater things to come. Eco- 
nomic growth is partly fueled by confi- 
dence in future gains, and trends such as 
bull markets suggest that investors believe 
that corporate earnings will continue to 
grow with the help of Trump’s policies. 

As a businessman, Trump is well aware 
of the stifling economic effects not only 
of taxation but also of government regula- 
tion. Here, too, Trump has taken decisive 
action, within his prerogative as chief ex- 
ecutive and also to encourage Congress to 
pass legislation to roll back or otherwise 
limit the volume of regulations emanating 
from the federal government. Commend- 
ably, Trump issued an executive order 
soon after his inauguration requiring two 
federal regulations to be cut for every new 
one issued — to the consternation of the 
Left, who depend upon unelected regula- 
tory authorities for the advancement of 
much of their agenda, from the environ- 
ment to restrictions on free market ac- 
tivities. In this, the Trump administration 
claims to have far exceeded expectations, 
with 16 regulations repealed for every one 
new regulation promulgated. 

It is certainly long past time that the 
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out-of-control “fourth branch” of gov- 
ernment — the army of unaccountable, 
unelected bureaucrats responsible for the 
ever-growing regulatory regime binding 
down America’s citizenry with myriad Lil- 
liputian threads — be severely curtailed 
or eliminated altogether. President Trump 
appears to be doing just that, and, follow- 
ing his lead, Congress has also legislated 
16 regulatory cuts that the president has 
signed into law. 

Internationally, President Trump’s an- 
nounced withdrawal from the Paris Cli- 
mate Accord will, if implemented, not only 
extricate the United States from a radical 
socialist and sovereignty-compromising 
international accord, it will also kneecap 
one potential source of future anti-business 
environmental regulation. The Obama-era 
Paris Climate Agreement is predicated on 
the scientifically dubious dogma of anthro- 
pogenic global warming, and is one of the 
most potent globalist expressions of the 
anti-human, anti-progress agenda of the 
radical environmental movement. 

Nor was the official announcement to 
withdraw from the Paris accord an isolat- 
ed event. President Trump has exhibited 
a commendable hostility to many aspects 
of the globalist international order, includ- 
ing the United Nations itself. In a Septem- 
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ber address to the UN General Assembly, 
Trump pointed out that “the United States 
is one out of 193 countries in the United 
Nations, and yet we pay 22 percent of the 
entire budget and more. In fact, we pay far 
more than anybody realizes. The United 
States bears an unfair cost burden.” In that 
same speech he affirmed — to thunder- 
ous applause — that “as President of the 
United States, I will always put America 
first, just like you, as the leaders of your 
countries will always, and should always, 
put your countries first.” While President 
Trump does not appear poised to get the 
United States out of the UN anytime soon, 
the fact that he would be willing to deny 
the consensus of the “world community” 
in affirming American sovereignty is an 
encouraging step. 

Still more encouraging in the area of 
national sovereignty was Trump’s prompt 
withdrawal of the United States from the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), the latest 
in a slew of international trade agreements 
designed by globalists to curtail American 
sovereignty and disadvantage the United 
States economically relative to other coun- 
tries. As Candidate Trump noted frequently 
on the campaign trail, such trade deals are 
almost universally bad for the United States 
— while conferring benefits on other sig- 


Stoking the stock market: Since Trump’s election, the stock market increased on a scale not 
seen since the 80s and ’90s, with the Dow Jones setting an impressive slew of records. 
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In this, the Trump administration claims to have far 
exceeded expectations, with 16 regulations repealed 
for every one new regulation promulgated. 


natories. This is not an accident, although 
Trump has shied away from saying so. The 
reason that the likes of Mexico and China 
always seem to benefit in trade deals with 
the United States, while the U.S. economy 
continues to hemorrhage jobs and manu- 
factories, is that such deals are designed 
to sap America’s economic strength and 
overall world standing. The architects of 
global order have always feared and hated 
a strong, independent United States of 
America, and cleverly contrive “free trade” 
agreements to minimize U.S. advantages. 

The most consequential of all such “free 
trade” deals is the more than 20-year-old 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), which was enthusiastically 
backed by most congressional Repub- 
licans, conspicuously including then- 
Speaker Newt Gingrich, as well as Demo- 
cratic President Bill Clinton and most of 
his party faithful. Warnings about the eco- 
nomic and political consequences of the 
agreement fell on deaf ears at the time; the 
prospect of economic windfalls courtesy 
of more open borders with Mexico and 
Canada was too enticing. 

But the ensuing two decades have prov- 
en NAFTA skeptics — including The John 
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Birch Society and THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine — correct. Mexico in particu- 
lar has benefited mightily from NAFTA, 
as dozens of U.S. companies have either 
relocated production facilities south of the 
border or simply built entirely new ones 
there. These so-called maquiladoras have 
been an economic boon for an otherwise 
anemic Mexican economy, providing tens 
of thousands of jobs, especially in Mexi- 
co’s border cities. 

As a result, Trump has made renego- 
tiation of NAFTA a top policy priority. 
This has been a bit of a disappointment 
for those of us who advocate for exiting 
NAFTA altogether. The transparent aim of 
the organization, after all, is to eventually 
become a platform for regional govern- 
ment, much as the European Community 
was for the EU. But as negotiations with 
Canada and Mexico have proceeded, it is 
becoming increasingly obvious that nei- 
ther country intends to give up the advan- 
tages of NAFTA, and the Trump adminis- 
tration is now talking about withdrawing 
completely, much as Great Britain voted 
to leave the EU not long ago. It’s too early 
to tell where events will lead, especially 
with certain people in Washington deter- 
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mined to avert a U.S. withdrawal. But 
President Trump has shown evidence of 
learning from experience, and may yet 
conclude, as THE NEw AMERICAN did be- 
fore NAFTA was even enacted, that the 
dangers of membership in NAFTA — to 
our economy, to our sovereignty, and to 
our Constitution — far outweigh any pos- 
sible benefits. Stay tuned. 

On other trade and business-related is- 
sues, Trump has so far kept his word in 
trying to create better conditions for eco- 
nomic growth. Soon after his inauguration, 
Trump lifted the Obama-era ban on the 
Keystone XL pipeline project, a conduit 
that would transport crude produced in the 
Alberta tar sands of western Canada all the 
way down to refineries on the Texas coast. 
The project, championed by Canada across 
party lines, was stymied for years by an 
Obama administration willing to kowtow 
to radical environmentalists. By the begin- 
ning of the Trump era, the Canadians had 
all but given up on the potentially lucrative 
and enormously beneficial project, which 
would have greatly diminished America’s 
dependence on oil from hostile and unsta- 
ble parts of the world, such as Venezuela 
and the Middle East, and enhanced trade 
with our biggest trading partner and clos- 
est international friend, Canada. The Ca- 
nadians were considering building a pipe- 
line to the Pacific coast instead, to ship the 
oil that their southern neighbor apparently 
didn’t want to China and other more will- 
ing trading partners in the Far East. But 


Climate of distrust: Trump’s announcement of U.S. withdrawal from the Paris Climate Accord that his predecessor supported sent shock waves 


through global environmentalist circles. 
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TPP tap-out: President Trump lost no time fulfilling a major campaign promise to withdraw the 


United States from the Trans-Pacific Partnership, a sovereignty-compromising trade agreement. 


Will he do the same with NAFTA? 


a Trump presidency greatly enhances the 
odds that a completed Keystone XL pipe- 
line will soon see the light of day. 

The Trump administration, despite dec- 
ades of fierce opposition from radical en- 
vironmentalists, has also moved to open 
up exploratory drilling in the so-called 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge on Alas- 
ka’s north slope. Adjacent to the produc- 
tive oilfields of Prudhoe Bay, the ANWR 
is really not a wildlife refuge at all, in the 
usual sense. Unlike nearly all National 
Wildlife Refuges in the rest of the country, 
it has no access roads, no visitor center, no 
infrastructure, no trails or trail maps, and 
no wildlife viewing areas. Instead, it is a 
huge (and undeniably beautiful) chunk of 
wilderness in northeastern Alaska, which 
can be visited only by charter flight and 
experienced only by wilderness camping. 
In effect, the Arctic National Wildlife Ref- 
uge is little more than a colossal land grab 
by the radical environmentalist Left in the 
heart of one of North America’s potential- 
ly most productive oilfields, and President 
Trump has finally taken steps to allow for 
exploratory drilling — another move away 
from dependence on Middle Eastern oil. 

Perhaps Candidate Trump’s most con- 
troversial proposals, at least among the 
delusional radical Left, involved bringing 
America’s porous borders under control. 
His iconic calls to “build a wall” along the 
border with Mexico — and compel Mexico 
to pay for it — raised hackles abroad and 
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among Hispanic Americans and provoked 
skepticism even among many political al- 
lies. To date, no physical wall has been 
constructed, but Trump has put in place a 
number of other policies that have dramati- 
cally raised morale among those charged 
with policing America’s borders and have 
had a visible effect on the volume of illegal 
immigration and smuggling activities on 
our southern border. For one thing, Trump 
immediately repudiated Obama’s “catch- 
and-release” approach whereby illegals 
apprehended were released on a promise to 
appear for a court hearing at a later date. II- 
legals caught now are processed, jailed, and 
deported, a circumstance that has greatly 
discouraged would-be illegals from com- 
ing north. This author, who lives in south- 
ern Arizona, has noted a drastic decline 
over the last 12 months in trash and other 
evidence of illegal entry in the wilderness 
areas near the Mexican border. 

In addition to boosting the arrest rate 
of illegal aliens, the removal of criminal 
gang members by ICE increased by 36 
percent in fiscal 2017 compared to the pre- 
vious year. President Trump undid by ex- 
ecutive order the DACA program (which 
protected from deportation illegals who 
were brought here as children) that Presi- 
dent Obama created by unconstitutional 
presidential fiat, and has invited Congress 
to pass valid legislation to deal with the 
morally fraught issue of illegals who were 
brought to the United States by their par- 


ents. Trump is also pushing to end chain 
migration and the immigration lottery, 
and to return to a merit-based immigra- 
tion system. As with all else, the radical 
Left is digging in its heels to protect one 
of its most important constituencies, but 
Trump has so far demonstrated a consider- 
able canniness and will that have enabled 
him to drag his fellow Republicans along 
and to cow the opposition. 

One of President Trump’s most last- 
ing legacies will be his remaking of the 
federal judiciary, the radicalized branch 
of government that liberals have been re- 
lying on to stymie the president’s every 
initiative. For the moment, the strategy of 
judicial distraction and delay has worked, 
because of the hundreds of federal judges 
who hail from the radical Left, and are 
mostly appointees of Clinton and Obama. 
But Trump has set a blistering pace for ju- 
dicial appointments, nominating 73 fed- 
eral judges according to a December 22 
White House fact sheet on his first-year 
accomplishments, and winning the confir- 
mation to the Supreme Court of nominee 
Neil Gorsuch. Gorsuch, despite some es- 
tablishment leanings, has so far positioned 
himself very firmly on the right, alongside 
Justice Clarence Thomas and very much 
in the tradition of the man he replaced, 
Antonin Scalia. Over time, Trump’s de- 
radicalization of the federal court system 
is bound to have a salutary effect on the 
overall disposition of the judiciary toward 
causes dear to the Right, including the 
right to life and the right to keep and bear 
arms. The retooling of the judiciary may 
yet go down as Trump’s single most influ- 
ential presidential initiative. 

His worldly, occasionally coarse de- 
meanor notwithstanding, Trump has proven 
a friend to social conservatives, and not only 
through his judicial appointments. Shoring 
up opposition to abortion on demand to the 
degree permitted within current law, Presi- 
dent Trump lost no time reversing certain 
Obama-era executive policies that militat- 
ed against the right to life. In his very first 
week in office, President Trump reinstated 
and even expanded the “Mexico City poli- 
cy,” which blocked foreign aid from being 
used to fund abortions. He also published 
guidelines to ensure that ObamaCare was 
not used for abortions, and began working 
with Congress on a bill to support states in 
defunding abortion providers. 
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Supreme approval: Neil Gorsuch, President Trump’s first Supreme Court nominee, won approval 


from the Senate after a bruising confirmation battle, and has so far vindicated the hopes of 
conservatives and originalists that he will be a reliable voice for limited constitutional government. 


On gun rights, Candidate Trump was a 
vociferous supporter of the Second Amend- 
ment, and President Trump has proven no 
less stalwart, so far. Despite several highly 
politicized, high-casualty mass shootings 
over the last year, President Trump has 
shown no inclination to bow to the inevi- 
table pressure brought to bear by enemies 
of the Second Amendment, who ensure that 
no gun tragedy is ever wasted, politically 
speaking. In fact, the Trump administra- 
tion has been quietly rolling back certain 
gun restrictions, with the Department of the 
Interior lifting a ban on hunting with lead 
ammunition within national parks and the 
Justice Department narrowing its defini- 
tion of people barred from owning firearms 
on criminal grounds. Such acts may seem 
small, but they are highly symbolic, and 
suggest that President Trump is the most 
Second Amendment-friendly president in a 
very long time. 

Not all has been rosy in Trump’s first 
year. In some aspects of foreign policy, 
he has been a major disappointment, at- 
tacking Syria with a barrage of missiles 
because of a chemical weapons attack al- 
legedly perpetrated on Syrian rebels and 
civilians by the Assad government. To the 
consternation of many of his supporters, 
his actions in Syria have come despite 
Trump’s campaign rhetoric opposing mil- 
itary intervention and nation-building in 
the Middle East and elsewhere. Trump is 
unquestionably a hawk, and as such favors 
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dramatic increases in military spending, a 
necessary expedient to continue to main- 
tain our tottering overseas military com- 
mitments. This is perhaps the main reason 
— alongside a determination to ignore the 
burgeoning cost of misnamed “entitle- 
ment” programs — that will guarantee that 
spending and debts continue to rise. 
Paying down the national debt does not 
appear to be on President Trump’s radar 
screen right now. This means that the na- 
tional debt, already past $20.5 trillion, is 
likely to rise by a few trillion more in short 
order. Neither Republicans nor Democrats 
in Congress have any interest in cutting 
government spending, which means that 
the borrow-and-spend charade will likely 
end in national insolvency and Argentina- 
esque hyperinflation and economic col- 
lapse before too many more years — unless 
Washington musters the will to do some- 
thing about it. While many had high hopes 
for Trump in this regard, it would appear 
that the swamp will not be relinquishing its 
grip on the U.S. economy anytime soon. 
Then there is the almost nonstop drama 
arising from 
Trump’s seeming- 
ly irresistible need 
to denigrate po- 
litical opponents. 
While many of 
his ill-considered 
tweets and off-the- 
cuff comments are 
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matters of character and style more than 
policy substance, they have unnecessar- 
ily antagonized even many of his political 
allies and given extra ammunition to his 
foes. Be it recalled that Ronald Reagan, an 
affable gentleman, was nonetheless hated 
and reviled by the Left; how much more 
so a combative, sometimes vulgar presi- 
dent reluctant to rise above the taunts, lies, 
threats, and vulgarity of the Left. By de- 
scending to the level of the Left and sup- 
plying his bitter enemies with an endless 
series of cudgels, Trump has given them 
the ability to do lasting harm to the body 
politic with conspiracy theories and ru- 
mormongering, sow division in the ranks 
of his political allies, and stymie a good 
deal of his agenda. 

With midterm elections now on the ho- 
rizon, there is a strong possibility that the 
brief window of opportunity that Trump 
and the Republicans have had to finally 
make good on years of promises — to 
repeal ObamaCare, to cut government 
spending, to restore some semblance of an 
orderly budget process, and, as the presi- 
dent would put it, to make America great 
again — will slam decisively shut with 
Democrat control of one or both houses 
of Congress. Not only that, the Democrats 
have made no secret of their plans to im- 
peach Trump — based on pure vindictive 
spite — the moment they regain control 
of the House. Throw in the looming threat 
of a major war with North Korea, and 
Trump’s second year in office is likely 
to be a stormy one indeed — unless the 
president brings some of his baser politi- 
cal instincts under control and manages to 
placate some of his allies and an uneasy 
American electorate. Should he succeed in 
doing so, and, against all current expecta- 
tions, manage to preserve or even enlarge 
the ranks of genuine congressional con- 
servatives and constitutionalists, President 
Trump may yet be able to continue his 
rollback of Big Government and restora- 
tion of the country we once knew. 
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MANUFACTURING A MADMAN 


Trump biographer Michael Wolff says that not only did Trump’s staffers think he was going 
to lose the election, but they thought he was crazy — along with other unproven claims. 
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INSIDE THE TRUMP 
WHITE HOUSE 


MICHAEL WOLFF 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


Fire and Fury: Inside the Trump White 
House, by Michael Wolff, New York: 
Henry Holt and Company, 2018, 336 
pages, hardcover. 


ccording to Michael Wolff’s new 
A best-seller, Fire and Fury: Inside 

the Trump White House, Donald 
Trump did not think he would win the 
election — but that’s okay, because nei- 
ther did anyone else in his inner circle. In 
fact, Melania hoped he would not win. He 
promised her he would not. When he did 
accidentally win, he was shocked, even 
upset. He only ran in an effort to build up 
the value of his brand and make himself 
the most famous man in the world — “a 
martyr to crooked Hillary” who fought 
against impossible odds only to have the 
election stolen from him. His behavior is 
so bizarre that his inner circle is in a con- 
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stant state of incredulity. He is paranoid 
and afraid of being poisoned. He is illiter- 
ate. He was unable to have the Constitu- 
tion explained to him and is ignorant of 
politics and the key players involved. He 
is insane. He is unfit for office. 

The first thing an attentive reader notic- 
es about Fire and Fury (besides the cover, 
which looks like something a fourth-grad- 
er would mock up in an introductory Pho- 
toshop class) is that the book is filled to 
overflowing with he-said-she-said, over- 
the-top, salacious, scathing gossip that 
Wolff claims he uncovered as a result of 
“more than two hundred interviews” that 
he doggedly conducted “over a period 
of eighteen months.” The biggest prob- 
lem with that is that Wolff — claiming to 
have spent all that time and effort collect- 
ing gossip — dumps it all on the reader 
without anything resembling a journalist’s 
skill for fact-checking. The reader is left to 
sort through it all and decide what to be- 
lieve — which puts the reader in the exact 
same spot Wolff claims for himself in the 
“Author’s Note,” where he writes: 


Many of the accounts of what has hap- 
pened in the Trump White House are 
in conflict with one another; many, in 
Trumpian fashion, are baldly untrue. 
Those conflicts, and that looseness 
with the truth, if not with reality itself, 
are an elemental thread of the book. 
Sometimes I have let the players offer 
their versions, in turn allowing the 
reader to judge them. In other instanc- 
es I have, through a consistency in 
accounts and through sources I have 
come to trust, settled on a version of 
events I believe to be true. 


With phrases such as “baldly untrue” and 
“looseness with the truth,” the book is not 
exactly off to a credible start. In fact, even 
before that excerpt, Wolff writes that the 
book is based on “conversations that took 


place over a period of eighteen months 
with the president, with most members of 
his senior staff — some of whom talked 
to me dozens of times — and with many 
people who they in turn spoke to.” Just 
who are these “many people who [Wolff’s 
‘sources’ ] in turn spoke to” and how is the 
reader to judge their anonymous credibil- 
ity? Even more pressing, in what world is 
reporting on “Well, here’s what J heard” 
considered journalism? 

Throughout the book, Wolff shows 
his penchant for throwing out explo- 
sive “facts” — often without giving the 
reader any benefit of citation or context. 
The reader is expected to take the claims 
at face value. After all, it is assumed as 
common knowledge that Donald Trump 
is mentally unstable. So there is no need 
to document the claims that “everyone” 
knows are true. 

If there is anything true in the book 
(which is conceivable), the reader is out 
of luck discovering it amid the rumor, gos- 
sip, insinuation, and innuendo that mark 
the entire style of this book. 

Claiming to be an account — in “as 
contemporaneous a fashion as possible” 
— the book is broken down into chap- 
ters that follow a roughly chronological 
order. An example of one of Wolff’s ex- 
plosive “facts” — that no one, including 
Trump, actually thought he would win — 
is found in the chapter “Election Day.” 
Wolff writes: 


Almost everybody in the campaign, 
still an extremely small outfit, 
thought of themselves as a clear- 
eyed team, as realistic about their 
prospects as perhaps any in politics. 
The unspoken agreement among 
them: not only would Donald Trump 
not be president, he should probably 
not be. Conveniently, the former 
conviction meant nobody had to 
deal with the latter issue. 
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~ BOOK REVIEW 


If there is anything true in the book (which is 
conceivable), the reader is out of luck discovering it 
amid the rumor, gossip, insinuation, and innuendo 
that mark the entire style of this book. 


He revisits this idea more than once 
throughout the book. One notable example 
is later in that same chapter. Addressing 
the Trump/Russia collusion angle and at- 
tempting to tie it to the nobody-expected- 
to-win claim, Wolff writes: 


Almost everybody on the Trump team 
came with the kind of messy conflicts 
bound to bite a president or his staff. 
Mike Flynn, Trump’s future Na- 
tional Security Advisor, who became 
Trump’s opening act at campaign ral- 
lies and whom Trump loved to hear 
complain about the CIA and the hap- 
lessness of American spies, had been 
told by his friends that it had not been 
a good idea to take $45,000 from the 
Russians for a speech. “Well, it would 
only be a problem if we won,” he as- 
sured them, knowing that it would 
therefore not be a problem. 


Completely unexplained is why — if he 
knew that winning would make his Rus- 
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A Wolff in the White House: Michael Wolff claims that Fire and Fury is the result of more 


sian connection “a problem” — Flynn 
would accept a position as national se- 
curity advisor to President Trump. Fur- 
thermore, is the reader really expected to 
believe that Clinton — who was willing 
to break campaign finance laws, take over 
the party ahead of gaining (read: stealing) 
the nomination, and work as hard as she 
did to win the election, knowing that if 
she did not, her many crimes could come 
to light — lost to a candidate who never 
intended to win, but was merely running 
as a publicity stunt? If that is true, it says 
a great deal more about Clinton and the 
DNC than it does about Trump and his 
team, because it would mean that Clinton 
lost to an accidental victor and therefore 
could not have won under any conceivable 
set of circumstances. 

Even more to the point, the claim that 
Trump did not intend to win stands in di- 
rect opposition to the claim that he col- 
luded with Russia to assure that he would 
win. Well, Mr. Wolff, which is it? 

As to the assertion (again, unattributed) 


than 200 interviews over 18 months camping out at the White House, but even he admits it is 
impossible to know whether any given piece of gossip in his book is true. 
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that “not only would Donald Trump not 
be president, he should probably not be,” 
Wolff later attempts to claim that many 
in Trump’s inner circle felt even more 
strongly that he was unfit for the office 
after he became president. In the chapter 
“General Kelly,” Wolff first introduces the 
“Twenty-Fifth Amendment” theme. The 
25th Amendment allows the president to 
be removed from office if he is deemed 
mentally unfit — insane. 

Against the backdrop of the clash be- 
tween neo-Nazis and Antifa in Charlottes- 
ville, Virginia, on August 12, 2017, Wolff 
paints a picture of a president who — be- 
cause some disagreed with his position — 
was considered mentally unfit for office. 
After President Trump said that there was 
“blame on both sides,” Wolff cites Steve 
Bannon, senior counselor to the president 
and co-founder of Breitbart News, as say- 
ing, “Virtually the entire senior staff and 
cabinet of the Trump presidency” had to 
“confront the very real likelihood” that 
Trump “didn’t have the wherewithal to 
adequately function in his job.” Wolff 
writes, “The debate, as Bannon put it, was 
not about whether the president’s situation 
was bad, but whether it was Twenty-Fifth- 
Amendment bad.” 

Wolff was not finished flying that 
test balloon. In “Epilogue: Bannon and 
Trump,” Wolff writes: 


Steve Bannon was telling people 
he thought there was a 33.3 percent 
chance that the Mueller investigation 
would lead to the impeachment of 
the president, a 33.3 percent chance 
that Trump would resign, perhaps in 
the wake of a threat by the cabinet to 
act on the Twenty-Fifth Amendment 
(by which the cabinet can remove the 
president in the event of his incapac- 
itation), and a 33.3 percent chance 
that he would limp to the end of his 
term. In any event, there would cer- 
tainly not be a second term, or even 
an attempt at one. 


If Bannon really did say that (and again, 
there is no way to know), it fits nicely with 
what Trump advisor Roger Stone said in 
an exclusive interview with THE NEW 
AMERICAN’S Alex Newman and published 
online January 1 — well before the release 
of Fire and Fury. In that article, entitled 
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“Deep State ‘Plan C’ Is to Kill Trump, Ad- 
visor Roger Stone Warns,” Stone said the 
Deep State has three plans to get rid of 
Trump. Plan A is the Mueller probe, Plan 
B is the 25th Amendment option, and Plan 
C is to kill the president. Plans A and B 
match perfectly with Bannon’s alleged 
first two “33.3 percent” options. Plan C 
differs in that Trump would not live to 
continue being a thorn in the side of the 
Deep State. 

As to Trump’s “wide-ranging igno- 
rance” of both politics and the key play- 
ers involved, Wolff claims in the chapter 
“Trump Tower” that Trump did not even 
know who former Speaker of the House 
John Boehner was, saying that when for- 
mer Fox News Chairman and CEO Roger 
Ailes suggested Boehner for chief of staff, 
Trump only responded by asking, “Who’s 
that?” Of course, Wolff runs into a prob- 
lem with the facts here: Trump has golfed 
with Boehner and had previously tweeted 
about him, so he knew who Boehner was. 

And while the chapter “Election Day” 
includes the claim — ostensibly uttered by 
Sam Nunberg — that Trump was unable to 
understand a basic explanation of the U.S. 
Constitution (“I got as far as the Fourth 
Amendment before his finger is pulling 
down on his lip and his eyes are rolling 
back in his head”), two things should be 
noted: (1) The Fourth Amendment comes 
after Articles I through VII and Amend- 
ments I through HI, so Trump’s alleged 
weariness is not necessarily evidence of 
ignorance, and (2) Nunberg was fired by 
the Trump campaign for a series of rac- 
ist Facebook posts (made before he was 
part of the campaign) — including one in 
2007 where he wrote that Al Sharpton’s 
daughter is a “N---!” — apparently mean- 
ing “N****r!” That firing took place be- 
fore Nunberg — who has made a cottage 
industry of leaking to the media — was 
quoted by Wolff. 

And that is an important element of 
taking Fire and Fury with a grain of salt: 
Gossip — especially from disgruntled for- 
mer (or unfaithful current) staffers — is 
not always accurate or honest. As Meghan 
McCain, daughter of Senator John McCain 
and the token neoconservative hostess of 
ABC’s The View, pointed out during the 
January 10 segment of the show featuring 
Wolff, “Traditionally in cases like this, it’s 
the disgruntled staffers who aren’t loyal 
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The accidental president? Donald Trump’s election victory was — according to Fire and Fury — 


as much a surprise to Trump as to everyone else. Wolff expects the reader to believe that Trump 
both colluded with Russia to win the election and won by accident. 


to their principle that give interviews like 
this.” No one can accuse Meghan McCain 
of being a Trumpeteer, but even she is un- 
able to look the other way and pretend that 
Wolff— or his book — has any credibility. 

In fact, before saying the above, Mc- 
Cain pointed out that Wolff’s credibility 
is in question, and when he cut in with, 
“Remember who my credibility is being 
questioned by,” she was loaded for bear. 
She responded, listing people who de- 
nied words attributed to them: “New York 
Times’ Maggie Haberman, New York 
Times’ Jon Martin, David Brooks, CNN’s 
Alisyn Camerota, Tony Blair, Tom Bar- 
rack, Kate Walsh, Anna Wintour, all de- 
nying quotes. Washington Post reporter 
Mark Berman was in the Four Seasons the 
same time as Ivanka Trump, you admit- 
ted to mixing up Mark with Mike Berman, 
Trump needed the Constitution explained 
to him, his advisors say Nunberg has fab- 
ricated stories in the past. This goes on and 
on. The age of the White House communi- 
cations director. There are a lot of factual 
errors in here.” 

And it’s not just neocon talk-show host- 
esses who question the veracity of both 
the book and the author. Even some lib- 
eral flagships have been critical, albeit 
begrudgingly. NPR, which could never be 
accused of defending Trump, reviewed the 
book before its release in an article entitled 


“Trump Exposé Has Plenty of ‘Fire and 
Fury,’ Maybe a Little Less Substance,” de- 
scribing the book as “seamy, gossipy, vin- 
dictive,” and “marrying the slimy and car- 
nivalesque.” The review also says, “Wolff 
misidentifies some facts here and there 
— titles, years, peripheral people,” and 
criticizes the lack of attribution in the book, 
saying, “Wolff prevents anyone from eval- 
uating his reporting (as well as the motives 
of those giving him information), forcing 
us to trust him completely.” It adds, “But 
why should we be confident in Wolff’s un- 
sourced assertions when he makes so many 
small factual errors with information that 
is publicly available (even in spite of the 
fact-checkers he thanks in the acknowledg- 
ments)?” There is almost a sense of regret 
in the review, as if to say, “We know it’s all 
true because it fits our preconceived idea of 
Trump, but where is the proof?” 

And there is the rub: Fire and Fury does 
not miss its mark; it’s just that the mark 
wasn’t journalistic accuracy in the first 
place. The mark was book sales to people 
already predisposed to believe the sala- 
cious rumormongering and gossip-bear- 
ing that is the content of Wolff’s 336-page 
screed. To that end, Wolff succeeded; as 
of January 24 — three weeks after release 
— the book had already sold 1.7 million 
copies and is being shopped for a televi- 
sion movie deal. Fake news sells. Mi 
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Unnoteworth 


NEW 


by James Murphy 


illary Clinton blamed her elec- 
H tion loss, at least in part, on it. 

President Trump has repeatedly 
accused mainstream news outlets, most 
notably CNN, of disseminating it. It pops 
up unbidden in our Facebook and Twitter 
feeds. It used to reside mainly in check- 
out aisles in supermarkets, purveyed by 
newspapers such as Weekly World News, 
Globe, and The National Enquirer. It con- 
sists of those sensational headlines that 
we look at and immediately think, “Can 
that be true?” The new term for it is “fake 
news,” and it’s a thorn in the side to any- 
one searching for truth. 

Fake news is not a new thing. It’s prob- 
ably as old as man himself. Ever since the 
serpent lied to Eve, humans have been 
trying to convince other humans that lies 
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Fake news, once dubbed “yellow journalism,” is as old as 
news itself, but nowadays, with the slant given by major 
media to most reporting, major media have themselves 

to blame. 


are truth. Throughout history, propagan- 
dists have used false stories to impugn, 
besmirch, and vilify perceived enemies. 
Johannes Gutenberg’s 1439 invention of 
the printing press made disseminating 
such news much easier. 

On Easter Sunday in 1475, in Trent, 
Italy, a Christian boy named Simonino 
went missing. Franciscan preacher Ber- 
nardino da Feltre gave a series of sermons 
claiming that Jewish immigrants had ab- 
ducted the boy, killed him, and drunk his 
blood in a Passover celebration. Prince- 
Bishop Johannes IV Hinderbach, an 
Austrian noble, issued a circular that de- 
scribed the event throughout churches in 
the area. The entire Jewish community of 
Trent was arrested because of the unsub- 
stantiated rumor; 15 of them were found 
guilty and burned at the stake. The stories 
of Jewish blood-libel spread far and wide 


and led to much of the anti-Semitism that 
still exists today. 

America also has a long history of false 
news. While ambassador to France in 1782, 
Ben Franklin used a makeshift printing 
press to manufacture a completely false 
edition of the Independent Chronicle — 
a very real Boston newspaper. The main 
headline of the fake edition was a fabri- 
cated story about a group of Indians who 
had scalped more than 700 New Yorkers, 
many of them children. The Native Ameri- 
cans were said to be in league with King 
George. Franklin sent copies of the dishon- 
est newspaper to colleagues in the New 
World. The story was then picked up by 
real newspapers in many states. Franklin’s 
phony story did nothing to swing the Revo- 
lution in America’s favor, since it occurred 
after the American win at Yorktown. But it 
may have had repercussions beyond that, 
such as the manner in which many Ameri- 
cans saw the native population. 

The turn of the 20th century gave us Jo- 
seph Pulitzer, William Randolph Hearst, 
and the term “yellow journalism.” While 
most of the “yellow” stories had some 
basis in fact, they were exaggerated and 
scandalized beyond their original news- 
worthiness. (Sound familiar?) Sensation- 
alized headlines drove sales in a news- 
paper war between Pulitzer’s New York 
World and Hearst’s New York Journal. 
The two newspapermen — particularly 
Hearst — are often blamed for causing the 
Spanish-American War in 1898, although 
that cannot be substantiated. 

Throughout the 20th century, false 
propaganda was used, especially during 
times of war. The British used the radio 
to broadcast Gustav Siegfried Eins, a 
self-proclaimed proud Nazi who issued 
profanity-laced tirades against the Ger- 
man leadership. But “Gustav” was a Ger- 
man ex-patriot named Peter Seckelman, 
a writer who had fled Germany in 1938. 
Seckelman and other German exiles knew 
enough about Nazi Germany to keep 
spreading false information and demor- 
alize German troops until November of 
1943. Most of the combatants in WWII 
used this type of “black propaganda.” 

Now, in the 21st century, anyone with 
an Internet connection can create and cir- 
culate stories about the events of the day. 
A plethora of hoax news sites, which use 
sensationalized headlines as “click bait,” 
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exists. Many of these sites mimic actual 
news sites, with names such as ABC- 
news.com.co, NBCnews.com.co and 
cnn-trending.com. 

Many of these sites exist outside of 
America, with the Macedonian city of 
Veles being a hub of many of them. Resi- 
dents of the city — many of them teen- 
agers — were responsible for spreading a 
great number of lies and rumors, masquer- 
ading as real news stories, during the 2016 
presidential election. Fake news creators 
made money with Google AdSense, a pro- 
gram that pays content creators for gen- 
erating views for advertising on websites. 

Americans are the main target for fake 
news creators because of our robust econ- 
omy. They focus their content on America 
because American page views are much 
more valuable to advertisers than those 
of other countries. These sites exist on 
the right and left of the political spectrum. 
Most of the creators have no political axe 
to grind; they are simply searching for 
clicks, which lead to dollars. 


Facebook and Google have been look- 
ing into ways to stem the tide of what they 
deem “fake news” by adjusting their al- 
gorithms. But both of the Internet giants 
have a confirmed liberal bias, opening up 
the possibility that Facebook and Google’s 
“real” news might simply come to be their 
“approved” news. 

It’s human nature to look for stories that 
confirm our own preconceptions. The psy- 
chological term for this is called “confirma- 
tion bias.” When a sensationalized headline 
pops up on social media that confirms one’s 
preconceived notions, it’s a natural instinct 
to click on it, check it out, and share it on 
social media. This is one of the ways in 
which we create our own echo chambers. 
We simply prefer hearing like-minded 
opinions instead of those we disagree with. 

A large factor in the proliferation of fake 
news is the public’s mistrust of the main- 
stream media. Gone are the days when 
CBS anchor Walter Cronkite was consid- 
ered “the most trusted man in America.” 
This skepticism of the news media is one 
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Fact-checking fail, or falsification? ABC’s Brian Ross reported a false story about President 
Trump directing Michael Flynn to contact Russia prior to the election. Ross was suspended for 


four weeks by the network. 
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of the reasons that the election of Trump 
caught so many in that profession com- 
pletely off-guard. They vastly underes- 
timated the lack of trust that Americans 
have in the media. 

The liberal bias in most American media 
is rather obvious. But bias in and of itself 
does not necessarily make news “fake.” The 
bigger reason that Americans don’t trust 
ABC, CBS, NBC, and CNN is because of 
their agenda-driven and deceptively man- 
aged coverage of the events of the day. 

The mainstream media are not immune 
to spreading incorrect information. In De- 
cember, ABC’s Brian Ross broke a false 
news story alleging that Donald Trump had 
directed former National Security Advisor 
Michael Flynn to contact Russian officials 
before the election. It quickly turned out 
that the story was erroneous, and ABC was 
forced to issue a clarification. The network 
would wait until the next day before is- 
suing a full correction. ABC suspended 
Ross for four weeks because of the inci- 
dent. It wasn’t the first false story Ross 
had reported, either. Previously, after the 
2012 mass shooting in Aurora, Colorado, 
Ross reported that the suspect in custody 
for the attack was a member of the local 
Tea Party, a group that had protested many 
of President Obama’s initiatives during his 
first term. 

Reporting incorrect information is not 
always necessarily fake news. Every- 
one makes mistakes, after all. Sources 
go rogue, information is misinterpreted; 
these things happen. All of the main- 
stream media outlets have been caught 
disseminating false information at one 
time or another. Retractions are issued; 
apologies are made. It’s part of life when 
reporting news. 

The mainstream media, in general, do 
a decent job of reporting events that occur. 
Whether it be a flood in the Midwest, a 
hurricane in Florida, or a terrorist attack, 
the mainstream media do their job, issuing 
factual, if sometimes overhyped, informa- 
tion. But it’s in the minutiae of such sto- 
ries, when reporting begins to focus on the 
whys and how of events, that the news gi- 
ants show their true colors. That is where 
advocacy begins and impartiality ends. 

In Milwaukee in August of 2016, the 
police shooting of a young A frican-Amer- 
ican, Sylville Smith, sparked a weekend 
of civil unrest in the city. In the midst of 
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Errors or intentional equivocating? CNN has endured a series of embarrassing mistakes in 
reporting in the last year. President Trump has repeatedly referred to the network as “fake news.” 


the violence, CNN aired a brief video of 
Smith’s sister, Sherelle, supposedly calling 
for peace in her community. “Don’t bring 
the violence and ignorance here,” she said 
in the clip. But it turned out that the video 
was heavily edited. Smith went on to say, 
“Take that sh*t to the suburbs! Burn that 
sh*t down! We need our sh*t!” This made 
it clear that Smith was not “calling for 
peace.” CNN eventually apologized on 
air for its misrepresentation of the video. 

On December 8 of last year, CNN again 
misreported crucial facts in a story. With 
the Trump-Russia narrative crumbling, 
they seized upon a piece of news that said 
the Trump campaign had received access 
to the hacked WikiLeaks documents, in- 
cluding the infamous DNC e-mails that 
were so damning to the Clinton cam- 
paign, on September 4 of 2016. However, 
the date was wrong. The Washington Post 
reported that the Trump campaign didn’t 
receive the access until September 14. The 
timing was critical because WikiLeaks it- 
self released the hacked e-mails on Sep- 
tember 13, meaning the Trump campaign 
didn’t have access to them before anyone 
else. The talking heads on CNN gabbed 
about the story for an entire day before the 
network was forced to correct the story 
and apologize. 

And that mishap came on the heels of 
a June incident in which CNN (again) re- 
ported that Trump confidant Anthony Scar- 
amucci, a member of the president’s transi- 
tion team, took a meeting with a Russian 
investment team prior to the inauguration 
where, allegedly, the lifting of sanctions 
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against Russia were discussed. Scaramucci 
reportedly called CNN Washington Bureau 
Chief Sam Feist and threatened legal action 
if the false story was not removed. Again, 
the same refrain — CNN was forced to 
issue a retraction and apologize. 

Apologies are nice, but when these 
types of things happen continually, it 
becomes clear that media are not simply 
reporting news. They are managing how 
it comes out and creating a narrative that 
viewers are meant to follow. Deceptive 
editing, such as the case in Milwaukee, 
is one tool they use, but there are others. 
Certain stories, such as the Trump-Russia 
probe, are hyped and overblown. Other 
stories, such as the release of the memo 
alleging FISA court abuses by the FBI 
and the Obama administration, are down- 
played. So-called experts are often trotted 
out on subjects such as global warming 
to hit us over the head with globalist- 
approved opinions. Polls are taken using 
deceitful methodology, which leads to a 
predetermined outcome. Then, these polls 
are used to confirm the media’s narrative. 
Conservative voices are talked over, be- 
littled, and marginalized. 

If the 2016 election didn’t prove that the 
mainstream media lack objectivity in re- 
porting political news, nothing will. While 
liberal bias has been an issue for years, the 
election of Donald Trump has caused the 
mainstream media to lose even their thin 
facade of objectivity. They are openly ag- 
gressive toward this president, reporting 
frantically on everything from the presi- 
dent’s perceived “mental health” problems 


to how many scoops of ice cream he re- 
ceives with dessert. 

At least President Trump seems to have 
a sense of humor about all of this. On Jan- 
uary 17, the president released his “Fake 
News Awards” of 2017. The “awards” 
turned out to be a top-10 list of media 
mistakes throughout the year. CNN made 
the list four times, but the top spot went 
to Paul Krugman of the New York Times, 
who suggested on the day of the election 
that the economy might never recover. On 
election day, the Dow Jones Industrial av- 
erage was at 18,332.43. As of this writing, 
the Dow is at 26,214.60. 

A recent Wall Street Journal poll 
showed that only 32 percent of the public 
trusts the mainstream media to “report the 
news fully, accurately and fairly.” By cre- 
ating their own liberal echo chamber, the 
media compel the public to seek informa- 
tion elsewhere. A number of citizen jour- 
nalists (who can convey fake news — but 
not always) have stepped in to fill the void. 
But sometimes, it’s difficult to determine 
what news is phony and what is factual. 

In general, real news, regardless of the 
slant, relies on proper sourcing and fact 
checking. Certainly, “whistleblowers” are 
still needed and they may wish to remain 
anonymous for legitimate reasons. But 
stories that say, “according to an unnamed 
source,” and rely on that source alone, 
should be viewed with suspicion. Stories 
with sensational, click-baiting headlines 
should be treated with a healthy dose of 
skepticism. News consumers need to un- 
derstand the agenda of each source of news 
— and they all have an agenda — and dole 
out trust accordingly. The credibility of 
each member of the media should depend 
upon his track record of truthfulness. 

Part of the First Amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibits Congress from making 
any law “abridging the freedom of speech, 
or of the press.” Perhaps the fake-news phe- 
nomenon is just one of the consequences 
of that freedom. Certainly, members of 
the press have a right to report stories how 
they see fit, but they shouldn’t be surprised 
when consumers treat them skeptically and 
search for “real” news elsewhere, especial- 
ly when their track record of factual report- 
ing comes into question. 

So, in many ways, the news media have 
only themselves to blame for the prolifera- 
tion of fake news. 


23 


Thm Craadanr | 


EEE 8 EE Yoo OWE E 


"Freedom Inde} 


Nav 


VANS IN 


ial 


A Congressional Scorecard Based on the U.S. Constitution 


Our second look at the 115th Congress 
shows how every member of the House 
and Senate voted on key issues such as 
NATO, ObamaCare, and tax cuts. 


(I icial Regula- 

I Thi bill (LR. 10) would 

overhaul fone industry regulations and 

repeal many provisions of the 2010 Dodd- 

Frank law. Additionally, the bill would 

convert the Consumer Financial Protection 

Bureau into an executive-branch agency 
funded by annual appropriations. 

The House passed H.R. 10 on June 8, 
2017 by a vote of 233 to 186 (Roll Call 
299). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because regulation of the financial indus- 
try is not a responsibility, nor one of the 
enumerated powers, of the federal gov- 
ernment. While allegedly put in place to 
protect consumers from irresponsible Wall 
Street tycoons and prevent a repeat of the 


Union to do what? NATO was ostensibly formed to counter Soviet aggression, with each member 
country agreeing to defend the other members, but now NATO includes former Soviet countries, 
such as Romania and Bulgaria, so what is its purpose? 


2008 financial crisis, Dodd-Frank has, in 
reality, negatively affected small commu- 
nity banks and credit unions with its heavy 
regulatory burden. While this bill does not 
represent a complete exit of the federal 
government from the financial industry, it 
is a step in the right direction. 


12 ro) 


NATO. This legislation (H. Res. 
2 “solemnly reaffirms the 
commitment of the United States to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s 
principle of collective defense as enu- 
merated in Article 5 of the North Atlan- 


tic Treaty.” Under Article 5, the member 


nations of the NATO military alliance 
“agree that an armed attack against one 
or more of them ... shall be considered an 
attack against them all.” 

The House passed H. Res. 397 on June 
27, 2017 by a lopsided vote of 423 to 4 
(Roll Call 328). We have assigned pluses 
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on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based 

on their adherence to constitutional principles of lim- 

ited government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a 

traditional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To 

learn how any representative or senator voted on the key mea- 
sures described herein, look him or her up in the vote charts. 

The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s consti- 

tutional votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and 

minuses) and multiplying by 100. The average House score for 

this index (votes 11-20) is 45 percent, and the average Senate 
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score is 31 percent. In the House, two representatives (Thomas 
Massie of Kentucky and John Duncan of Tennessee) earned 100 
percent. In the Senate, the highest score was 90 percent (Rand 
Paul of Kentucky). We encourage readers to examine how their 
own congressmen voted on each of the 10 key measures. We 
also encourage readers to commend legislators for their consti- 
tutional votes and to urge improvement where needed. 

This is our second index for the 115th Congress. Our first 
index for the current Congress appeared in our August 7, 2017 
issue. An online version of the “Freedom Index” is also avail- 
able (click on “Freedom Index” at TheNewAmerican.com). 
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115th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
ALABAMA 
1 Byrne (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
2 Roby (R) Gs 2 = 4 2 = fos kh a ON 
3, Rogers, M. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Aderholt (R) GW 2 4#& = = Bos dh ot OM 
5 Brooks, M. (R) 75% + - + - + + + + 2? 2 76% 
6 Palmer (R) WY 2 =e 2 ab moos dh AW 
7 Sewell (D) 20% - - = = = - + - + = 15% 
ALASKA 
AL Young, Don (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
ARIZONA 
1 O'Halleran (D) 20% - - - = = - +o - + 15% 
2 McSally (R) WS = 4 5 4 Bos bk (ON 
3 Grijalva (D) 20% - - - + - - bo ee 2% 
4 Gosar (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
5 Biggs (R) 90% + + + - + + + + + + 85% 
6 Schweikert (R) WO 2 os ot Bos hk ot HON 
7 Gallego (D) 20% - - - = = a ee 21% 
8 Franks (R) 67% + - + - + + - + + 68% 
9 Sinema (D) 33% - - - - + + + - 2 = 29% 
ARKANSAS 
1 Crawford (R) 70% + - + - + Bos ot | IM 
2 Hill (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
3 Womack (R) 70% + - + - + oe dk GRA 
4 Westerman (R) 70% + - + - + + + + + 70% 
CALIFORNIA 
1 LaMalfa (R) 70% + - + - + oe wk 
2 Huffman (D) 20% - - = + + - 15% 
3, Garamendi (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
4 McClintock (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Thompson,M.(D) 10% - - - - - - + = = = 10% 
6 Matsui (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
7 Bera (D) 20% - - - = = a ee 15% 
8 Cook (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
9 McNerney (D) 20% - - - - = - + - + - 15% 
10 Denham (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
11 DeSaulnier (D) 10% 2 = = = = a 10% 
12 Pelosi (D) 10% - - - - = - $F oe ee 11% 
13 Lee, B. (D) 20% - - -~ + = 15% 
14 Speier (D) 138% - - - ? - - + - 2? - 11% 
15 Swalwell (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
16 Costa (D) 33% 2? - + 2? ? 2 ob oe ee | 27% 
17 Khanna (D) 20% - - - + = - + - = 15% 
18 Eshoo (D) 10% - - - = = - t+ - = e 10% 
19 Lofgren (D) 30% - - - + - - + - + - 20% 
20 Panetta (D) 20% - - - = = a 15% 
21 Valadao (R) GW 2 2 4 = = Bos dé ok kM 
22 Nunes (R) 67% + - + - + + - + 2? + 63% 
23 McCarthy (R) 70% + - + - + foe dk ok 
24 Carbajal (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + - 15% 
25 Knight (R) 70% + - + - + Boos wk GE 
26 Brownley (D) 20% - - - = = - Fe + - 15% 
27 Chu (D) 20% - - - + = - + = ee 15% 
28 Schiff (D) 10% - - - = = - + = ee 10% 
29 Cardenas (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + - 20% 
30 Sherman (D) 10% - - - =- - - to - ee 10% 
31 Aguilar (D) DRG Ro 6 = 6 = - + = + 18% 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
32 Napolitano (D) 20% ? 2? ? 2? - - + - = ? 14% 
33 Lieu (D) 20% = = = = = ona ne 24% 
34 Gomez (D) 38% - + - a 38% 
35 Torres (D) 20% - - - - - a ee 20% 
36 Ruiz (D) 20% - - - - = - + = +t - 15% 
37 Bass (D) 20% - - - + - sf = & -« 18% 
38 Sanchez (D) 20% - - - = = - + + + 15% 
39 Royce (R) 70% + - + - + bos  o  HE% 
40 Roybal-Allard (D) 10% - - - - - - + - = = 11% 
41 Takano (D) 20% - - - + - - + - - - 16% 
42. Calvert (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
43 Waters,Maxine(D) 11% - - - ? - ee 11% 
44 Barragén (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + 20% 
45 Walters, Mimi (R) 70% + - + - + bos oo dk HEIN 
46 Correa (D) 20% +- - - - = - + - + = 25% 
47 Lowenthal (D) 10% - - - - - = of et = 10% 
48 Rohrabacher (R) 60% + - + - + + - + + - 63% 
49 Issa (R) (% 8 2 A 2 # Bos = (AN 
50 Hunter (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 74% 
51 Vargas (D) 20% - - - - = a ee 20% 
52 Peters, S. (D) W% - - - - - - + - 2 11% 
53 Davis, S. (D) 20% - - - - = a 15% 
COLORADO 
1 DeGette (D) 25% - - - = ? Do ao. ie eb 17% 
2 Polis (D) 20% - - - + = a 15% 
3, Tipton (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Buck (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Lamborn (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
6 Coffman (R) WO 4 = 2 = & Boe gg ah FINN 
7 Perlmutter (D) 10% - - - - = a 11% 
CONNECTICUT 
1 Larson, J. (D) 22% - - - ? - + oe + 18% 
2 Courtney (D) 20% - - - = = a a 15% 
3, DeLauro (D) W% - - - - - i 11% 
4 Himes (D) W% - - - - - - + 2 = 11% 
5 Esty (D) 20% = = = © & a 15% 
DELAWARE 
AL Blunt Rochester (D) 20% - - ee 15% 
FLORIDA 
1 Gaetz (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 80% 
2 Dunn (R) 67% + - + - + 2 - + + + 63% 
3 Yoho (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
4 Rutherford (R) 63% + - + - ? > - + + + 61% 
5 Lawson (D) 13% - - - - ? ee ee 11% 
6 DeSantis (R) 63% + - + - ? 2? - + + + 67% 
7 Murphy (D) Dt 6% 
8 Posey (R) 63% + - + - ? 2? - + + + 67% 
9 Soto (D) 20% - - - - = - $+ = + 15% 
10 Demings (D) 20% - - - - = - + - + - 15% 
11 Webster (R) RAG th = & HF Do we ENE 
12 Bilirakis (R) 63% + - + - ? 2 - + + + 67% 
13 Crist (D) 259 = = = = 2 + - + - 17% 
14 Castor (D) 10% - - - = - - + ee 10% 
15 Ross (R) (Gy b = 2 = 2 Roe & & & HIM 
16 Buchanan (R) 63% + - + - ? > - + + + 61% 
17 Rooney, T. (R) (0% sb = #2 = = bos fe oh EAM 
18 Mast (R) 50% + - - - + - = + + + 55% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “‘?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 
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to the nays not only because the United 
States should stay clear of entangling al- 
liances such as NATO, but also because 
the NATO provision that obligates the 
United States to go to war if any mem- 
ber of NATO is attacked undermines the 
provision in the U.S. Constitution that 
assigns to Congress the power to declare 
war. Moreover, the number of nations 
that the United States has pledged to de- 
fend under NATO has grown from 11 to 
28 over the years, as the alliance itself has 
grown from 12 member nations (includ- 
ing the United States) when NATO was 
created in 1949 to 29 today. Although 
NATO was ostensibly formed to counter 
the threat from the Soviet bloc of nations, 
some of the nations the United States is 
now pledged to defend under NATO were 
once part of that bloc, including Albania, 
Bulgaria, the Czech Republic (as part of 
Czechoslovakia), Hungary, Poland, and 
Romania. 


1 Ozone Standards. The Ozone 

Standards Implementation Act 
(H.R. 806) would delay by eight years 
the implementation of the Environmen- 
tal Protection Agency’s (EPA) new Na- 
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS), issued on October 26, 2015. 
The EPA’s new NAAQS for ground-level 
ozone levels went from 75 parts per bil- 
lion (PPB) to 70 PPB. 

Upon its passage in the House, the 
bill’s main sponsor, Congressman Pete 
Olson (R-Texas), said in a statement, 
“My bill provides needed flexibility so 
that states and localities can adequately 
achieve new, lower standards with time 
for compliance. Health remains the first 
priority in setting standards and giving 
our local officials the tools they need 
make the Clean Air Act work.” The 
Clean Air Act authorizes the EPA to set 
criteria pollution standards for ground- 
level ozone. 

The House passed H.R. 806 on July 
18, 2017 by a vote of 229 to 199 (Roll 
Call 391). We have assigned pluses to 
the yeas because it provides temporary 
relief from having to immediately imple- 
ment the new ozone reduction standards. 
Ideally, the EPA should be abolished and 
the Clean Air Act repealed, since both are 
unconstitutional infringements on state 
responsibilities. 
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1 Intelligence Authorization. This 

bill (H.R. 3180) would authorize 
classified amounts of funding through fis- 
cal 2018 for 16 U.S. intelligence agencies 
and intelligence-related activities, includ- 
ing the Office of the National Intelligence 
Director, the CIA, and the National Secu- 
rity Agency. The bill would also require the 
director of national intelligence to submit to 
Congress multiple reports regarding Rus- 
sia’s campaigns directed at foreign elec- 
tions and its efforts related to cyber influ- 
ence, including an assessment of Russian 
influence conducted during the three years 
prior to the bill’s enactment. 

The House passed H.R. 3180 on July 
28, 2017 by a vote of 380 to 35 (Roll 
Call 437). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because the very idea of Con- 
gress authorizing classified amounts of 
spending is unconstitutional, as well as 
frightening. Furthermore, some of the 
agencies that this “classified” spend- 
ing is funding are themselves engaged 
in unconstitutional activities, such as 
spying on and gathering data from U.S. 
citizens without a warrant. While assess- 
ing (dubious) Russian influence in U.S. 
politics is an acceptable use of federal 


Se =~ OT" ~ 


funds, much of this bill’s spending is 
unconstitutional and should be rejected. 


1 UN Human Rights Agencies. 

During consideration of the om- 
nibus appropriations bill (H.R. 3354), 
Representative Ted Yoho (R-Fla.) intro- 
duced an amendment to prohibit the use 
of funds for making contributions to vari- 
ous United Nations human rights agen- 
cies, including the United Nations Human 
Rights Council, the United Nations Office 
of the United Nations High Commissioner 
for Human Rights, and the United Nations 
Relief and Works Agency. 

The House rejected Yoho’s amendment 
on September 7, 2017 by a vote of 199 
to 212 (Roll Call 470). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because taxpayer money 
should not go to fund any agencies of the 
United Nations, especially those led by 
communist, Marxist, or radical Islamic 
regimes, which are some of the world’s 
biggest offenders of human rights. 


1 Fracking. During consideration 

of the omnibus appropriations bill 
(H.R. 3354), Representative Salud Carba- 
jal (D-Calif.) introduced an amendment to 


oy) es: 


No, no, never, never, uh uh uh: Though fracking — the use of hydraulic pressure to crack open 
oil-containing rock — relies on fluids that are usually about 99 percent water and sand, and a 
small amount of mild chemicals, radical environmentalists want to end it — especially off-shore. 
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115th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
19 Rooney, E (R) 78% + - + - ? + + + + + 74% 
20 Hastings (D) 10% - - - =- - a 10% 
21 Frankel (D) AWS GS Se - + - + - 15% 
22 Deutch (D) 13% - - - - ? 2 + - = = 12% 
23 Wasserman Schultz (D)13% - - - - ? 2? + - - = 11% 
24 Wilson, E (D) 1% - - - - - - + - 2? = 11% 
25 Diaz-Balart (R) GH oh 2 & = 2 Poo dk gk (HIG 
26 Curbelo (R) 50% + - - - ? 2? - + + + 44% 
27 Ros-Lehtinen (R) bYhoo ete ae 2 2 + + + 53% 
GEORGIA 
1 Carter, E.L. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
2 Bishop, S. (D) 40% - - + - - + + + - 39% 
3, Ferguson (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Johnson, H. (D) 30% - - - + - - bt oe ot 20% 
5 Lewis, John (D) 20% - - - + = - + - ee 15% 
6 Handel (R) 67% 2s & 2 Bos & a 5G 
7 Woodall (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
8 Scott, A. (R) 70% + - + - + Hos & ot | RM 
9 Collins, D. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
10 Hice (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
11 Loudermilk (R) 67% + - + - + + - 2 + + 68% 
12 Allen (R) 70% + - + - + os db ENE 
13 Scott, D. (D) 1% - - - - - - + - 2 - 11% 
14 Graves, T. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
HAWAII 
1 Hanabusa (D) 0% - - - = = - 2? = - | 5% 
2 Gabbard (D) 30% - - - + - - + - + - 26% 
IDAHO 
1 Labrador (R) 78% + - 2? + + + + + + 74% 
2 Simpson (R) Gi ¢ = & = ab oe dh 2 om ERNE 
ILLINOIS 
1 Rush (D) 20% - - - = = - + = + 31% 
2 Kelly, R. (D) 10% - - - - - ee ere 10% 
3, Lipinski (D) 20% - - - - = - + te - 25% 
4 Gutiérrez (D) 20% - - - + - a 21% 
5 Quigley (D) 10% - - - - = + - = - 10% 
6 Roskam (R) TS 2 a bos oe TE 
7 Davis, D. (D) 1% - - - - - 2 + - = = 11% 
8 Krishnamoorthi(D) 20% - - - - - - + - + = 15% 
9 Schakowsky (D) 20% - - - + = a 15% 
10 Schneider (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + = 15% 
11 Foster (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
12 Bost (R) 70% + - + - + fos db ok 
13 Davis, R. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
14 Hultgren (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 65% 
15 Shimkus (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
16 Kinzinger (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
17 Bustos (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + 15% 
18 LaHood (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
INDIANA 
1 Visclosky (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
2 Walorski (R) 70% + - + - + Bos dot a (IM 
3 Banks (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Rokita (R) 70% + - + - + oe dk EYE 
5 Brooks, S. (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
6 Messer (R) WS = db os 4 os de kk (AY 
7 Carson (D) 10% - - - - - a 11% 
8 Bucshon (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
9 Hollingsworth (R) 78% + - + 2? + + - + + + 74% 
IOWA 
1 Blum (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Loebsack (D) 10% - - - - = a 11% 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3, Young, David (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 70% 
4 King, S. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
KANSAS 
1 Marshall (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Jenkins, L. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 63% 
3, Yoder (R) 70% + - + - + Bos fe oe HEM 
4 Estes (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 62% 
KENTUCKY 
1 Comer (R) 70% + - + - + 6 so & & & (5% 
2 Guthrie (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
3 Yarmuth (D) 10% - - - - - + = = - 10% 
4 Massie (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
5 Rogers, H. (R) (0% sh = & = = Bos & & CIN 
6 Barr (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
LOUISIANA 
1 Scalise (R) + ¢ F F F (Pe eS es 69% 
2 Richmond (D) 22% - - - = = 2 + + - 19% 
3 Higgins, C. (R) Wi t= Bb = & Bos & & a CM 
4 Johnson, M. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Abraham (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
6 Graves, G. (R) 70% + = £ = + + - + + + 70% 
MAINE 
1 Pingree (D) 10% - - - + = = 10% 
2 Poliquin (R) 50% + - - - - + + + + 53% 
MARYLAND 
1 Harris, A. (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
2 Ruppersberger (D) 20% - - - - - - + = + = 15% 
3, Sarbanes (D) 10% - - - - - - + - - 10% 
4 Brown, A. (D) 10% - - - =- - a 11% 
5 Hoyer (D) 10% - - - - - - + - = 10% 
6 Delaney (D) 10% - - - - - Sof Boe = 10% 
7 Cummings (D) es eee (eee amen? (one eae 14% 
8 Raskin (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Neal (D) 10% - - - = = a 10% 
2 McGovern (D) 20% - - - + = a 15% 
3, Tsongas (D) Wy. = = = = 7 - + = = 11% 
4 Kennedy, Joseph P (D) 11% - - - - - - + = = 2 11% 
5 Clark, K. (D) 20% - - - + = a 16% 
6 Moulton (D) 20% +- - - - - a eee ee 15% 
7 Capuano (D) 30% - - - + - - + - + - 20% 
8 Lynch (D) 20% +- - - - = - + + 16% 
9 Keating (D) 20% - =: a a ee 15% 
MICHIGAN 
1 Bergman (R) 70% + - + - + t+ - + + + 65% 
2 Huizenga (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
3 Amash (R) 80% + - + + - + + + + + 85% 
4 Moolenaar (R) 70% + - + - + oo= gh ak ah (HEI 
5 Kildee (D) 10% - - - = - a 11% 
6 Upton (R) Sy db 2 & = = & = & 2 & SAM 
7 Walberg (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
8 Bishop, M. (R) 70% + - + - + bos & a EM 
9 Levin (D) 10% - - - - = - + - + fe 10% 
10 Mitchell (R) 70% + - + - + bos de gk ah HEM 
11 Trott (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 56% 
12 Dingell (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
13 Conyers (D) 22% - - - + = - + - = 17% 
14 Lawrence (D) 20% - - - - - - + = + - 16% 
MINNESOTA 
1 Walz (D) 100% - - - - - bee doe 15% 
2 Lewis, Jason (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 
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prohibit funds to process any application 
for a drilling permit that would authorize 
use of hydraulic fracturing or acid well 
stimulation treatment in the Pacific outer 
continental shelf. 

The House rejected Carbajal’s amend- 
ment on September 8, 2017 by a vote of 
177 to 230 (Roll Call 483). We have as- 
signed pluses to the nays because the fed- 
eral government should not interfere with 
energy exploration. Regulation of various 
industries, such as energy, is not one of 
the federal government’s enumerated 
powers under the Constitution. Allowing 
the United States to fully utilize its energy 
resources would make the country more 
self-sufficient and create, potentially, mil- 
lions of jobs. 


7 Home Vis IS. The In- 
l f creasing Opportunity and Suc- 
cess for Children and Parents Through 
Evidence-Based Home Visiting Act 
(H.R. 2824) would authorize $400 mil- 
lion a year through 2022 for the Mater- 
nal, Infant and Early Childhood Home 
Visiting (MIECHV) Program, which was 
created under ObamaCare. Under Obam- 
aCare, the MIECHV Program is intended 
as a wellness and prevention program 
for homes in poor communities and is 
to serve as the basis for developing and 
implementing a national strategy. 

MIECHV mandates home visits by 
nurses and other workers to test both the 
children and parents in order to make 
improvements in the following extensive 
list of areas: prenatal; maternal; newborn 
health; child health and development; 
children’s cognitive, language, social, 
emotional, and physical development; 
parenting skills; school readiness; child 
academic achievement; reduction in 
crime; reduction in domestic violence; 
improvements in family economic self- 
sufficiency; and more. 

The House passed H.R. 2824 on Sep- 
tember 26, 2017 by a vote of 214 to 209 
(Roll Call 537). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because going into homes to 
check up on the physical, emotional, and 
economic “wellness” of families not only 
goes way beyond the few and defined 
federal powers authorized by the Con- 
stitution, but also is part of a dangerous 
trend of government further interjecting 
itself into the family. 
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AP Images 


Tax cuts and jobs: With the stock market rising, unemployment going down, corporations 
repatriating hundreds of billions of dollars because of tax cuts, and workers getting raises — after 
eight years of weak economic growth — Democrats are giving Obama credit for the successes. 


4 Q Abortion. Known as the “Pain- 
i U Capable Unborn Protection Act,” 
this bill (H.R. 36) bans abortion when the 
age of the preborn baby is 20 weeks or lon- 
ger. “After 20 weeks,” the bill says, “the 
unborn child reacts to stimuli that would 
be recognized as painful if applied to an 
adult human, for example, by recoiling.” 
The House passed H.R. 36 on October 
3, 2017 by a vote of 237 to 189 (Roll Call 
549). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because all forms of abortion constitute the 
murder of preborn children, and the U.S. 
Supreme Court, in its Roe v. Wade decision, 
overstepped its proper authority by “legal- 
izing” abortion in the first place. 


Death | 


€l. The Protecting 
B J Seniors’ Access to Medicare Act 
(H.R. 849) would repeal the provisions 
of ObamaCare providing for the Indepen- 
dent Payment Advisory Board (IPAB), 
otherwise known as the “death panel.” 
In a statement applauding the passage of 
H.R. 849, David O. Barbe, president of the 
American Medical Association (AMA), 
said, “IPAB puts significant health care 
payment and policy decisions in the hands 
of an independent body with far too little 
accountability. Its cost-cutting targets 
would lead to short-sighted strategies that 
would threaten access to care for millions 
of Medicare patients across the country.” 


The House passed H.R. 849 on No- 
vember 2, 2017 by a vote of 307 to 111 
(Roll Call 604). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because the Constitution does 
not authorize the federal government to 
interfere in healthcare, let alone ration it 
by deciding who should and should not 
receive medical care. 


ax Cuts. This bill, known as 
& © the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act (H.R. 
1), would slash the corporate income- 
tax rate from 35 percent to 21 percent, 
cut individual income-tax rates through 
2025, and effectively eliminate the tax 
penalty on Americans who do not pur- 
chase health insurance by reducing the 
penalty amount to zero. The latter was 
a cornerstone of the 2010 ObamaCare 
legislation. 

The House agreed to the final version 
of H.R. 1 on December 20, 2017 by a vote 
of 224 to 201 (Roll Call 699), after which 
the bill was sent to President Trump for his 
signature. We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because the tax cuts in this bill will 
keep more money in the hands of Ameri- 
can businesses and consumers, where it 
can be invested into the economy, thus 
spurring economic growth. Unfortunately, 
however, the bill does not address federal 
spending, which needs to be reined in via 
other legislation. 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3 Paulsen (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 10 Nadler (D) 10% - - - - - - + 2 ee 10% 
4 McCollum (D) 0% © 2» = = -@ soaks 2 8 10% 11 Donovan (R) (Me t = 2 FP & bos & & = SM 
5 Ellison (D) 20% - - - + = a 20% 12 Maloney, C. (D) W% ? - - - - a 11% 
6 Emmer (R) WO = a os 4 os HO 13 Espaillat (D) 0) = = = © -« = do os = « 15% 
7 Peterson (D) 40% - - + - = + - + + - 60% 14 Crowley (D) 10% - - - = - - + ee 10% 
8 Nolan (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + - 15% 15 Serrano (D) 10% - - - - - - + = + - 10% 
MISSISSIPPI 16 Engel (D) 22% ? = = = = = + = Ea = 16% 
1 Kelly, T. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 17 Lowey (D) Oa ae eS AE 2S Se 10% 
Gee mmr | 18 Maloney SPD) 20% - - - - -  - + - + - 15% 
3, Harper (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% | 19 Faso) DO o ea ag eee aenist ce a OS 
4 Palazzo (R) 70% + - + - + +. 4 + + 65% | 20 Tonko (D) Lye eae - + = = = 10% 
21 Stefanik (R) 50% + - - - + + - + + - 55% 
AUSSOUR! 22 Tenney (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
1 Clay (D) u% - - - 2? - Le es 
2 Wagner (R) L072 at CS | 94 Katko (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
3 Luetkemeyer (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 25 Slaughter (D) ee ee poss a Boe 
4 Hartzler (R) 70% + - + - + OD) | 57 Higgins, B. (D) 0% +~- - - - - be te 15% 
5 Cleaver (D) 10% 0 Sh ae cae a a ee ee 
6 Graves, S. (R) TE de oe et Hoos dh kk 
7 Long (R) 8% + 2 + - + + 7 2 + + 76% | NORTH CAROLINA 
8 Smith, J. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 1 Butterfield (D) 20% - - = = - ah eee Os 17% 
2 Holding (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
MONTANA 3, Jones (R) 78% - + + + + > + + + - 89% 
AL Gianforte (R) 67% er ee + - + + + 67% 4 Price (D) iV eee ae Ee ar gerne 10% 
NEBRASKA 5 Foxx (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
1 Fortenberry (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 65% 6 Walker (R) FO = £ = & fos £ & & 9% 
2 Bacon (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 7 Rouzer (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
3, Smith, Adrian (R) Wh 2 d& 5 4 oo dk kK 8 Hudson (R) WO to 2 B&B 2 & Boo fh ge TM 
NEVADA 9 Pittenger (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 68% 
1 Titus (D) W% - - - - - ake ete 11% 10 McHenry (R) (0%) oe = doe 5 sea seek te 60% 
2 Amodei (R) GQ 5 & ss + - + + + 56% | 11 Meadows (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
3, Rosen (D) 22% - - - - - - + 2? + - 16% | 12 Adams (D) LOJe ese ae ya es ee 0% 
4 Kihuen (D) 0) eee eee - + 2? + - 16% | 13 Budd (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA 
1 Shea-Porter (D) 20% - - - = = - + = + = 15% | AL Cramer (R) C0%e ae eee tt ant 8 70 
2 Kuster (D) 20% - - - - = - + - + - 15% | OHIO 
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
1 Norcross (D) 200% - - - - = - ob oe te 15% 2 Wenstrup (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 LoBiondo (R) 50% nee + - + + - 50% | 3 Beatty (D) 20% = - = = = fe gi 15% 
3, MacArthur (R) 60% + - + - = +o - + + + 55% 4 Jordan (R) 30/0 tt dpe dp eS 
4 Smith, C. (R) Rivvonin cela os a 7 5 Latta (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Gottheimer (D) 30% - - - - + - F - t = 20% 6 Johnson, B. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
6 Pallone (D) 10 ee 0G 7 Gibbs (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
7 Lance (R) 60% + - + - + - 2 & = 60% 8 Davidson (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
8 Sires (D) Ws 2 = 2 3 = Ss | _9 Kaptur (0) 10% see - + - = = 10% 
9 Pascrell (D) 200% - - - - = - + - + - 15% | 10 Turner (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
10 Payne (D) (\\) ieee nes a, a eee 6% 11 Fudge (D) 10% - - - - - - + - - = 10% 
11 Frelinghuysen (R) 50% + - + - + + - - + - 55% | 12 Tiberi (R) (Se a st 276 
12 Watson Coleman (D) 20% - - - - - - + - + - 15% 8 oe a on eae ee es ees _ 
oyce % + = + = + + - + + + % 
EW MENICO 15 rE (R) 78% + 7? + - + + - + + + 68% 
1 Lujan Grisham,M.(D) 22% - - - ? - - +o - + 16% : a 7 : : 7 2% 
2 Pearce (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% [Serco Ei ee me is sE ns tae 
3 Lujén, B.R. (D) 10% - - - - - = + = = = 10% | OKLAHOMA 
hewrvonk 1 Bridenstine (R) 60% + - + - ? 2? 2? 2? ? + 67% 
. 2 Mullin (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
1 Zeldin (R) Gi = 4 Po oak moos dk ok I 
: 3, Lucas (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
2 King, P. (R) 67% + - + 2? + + - + + - 56% 4 Col 5 : as - 9 
: ‘ole (R) 60% + + So a CIN 
3 Suozai (D) Se a es a eS one 5 Russell (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Rice, K. (D) 10% - - - = = a 10% 
5 Meeks (D) MW = = 2 2 = - + - + - 16% | OREGON 
6 Meng (D) 20% - - - = = > a 2 15% 1 Bonamici (D) 10% - - - = = Soe eee 10% 
7 Velazquez (D) 0 7? a ae 15% 2 Walden (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
8 Jeffries (D) 10% - - - - = SG ee 10% 3 Blumenauer (D) 20% - - - + = a 16% 
9 Clarke, Y. (D) Bo ee eee ee 20% 4 DeFazio (D) 22% 2? - - = = - + = + = 16% 
5 Schrader (D) 5 = = 2 = = ce do os = « 16% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 29 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Brady, R. (D) 10% = = 4 2:4 2 2 ee ee 1% 
2 Evans (D) 10% - - - - - - + = = e 10% 
3, Kelly, M. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 63% 
4 Perry (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
5 Thompson, G. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
6 Costello (R) 5 Gy eee ee a os 4 2 ok 
7 Meehan (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 65% 
8 Fitzpatrick (R) 40% + - - - - - - + + + 45% 
9 Shuster (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
10 Marino (R) OP RP = 4 = ab woo dh GENE 
11 Barletta (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
12 Rothfus (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
13 Boyle (D) 20% - - - = = a ee 15% 
14 Doyle (D) 10% = & = = = a 10% 
15 Dent (R) 50% + - + - - t+ - - + + 55% 
16 Smucker (R) WY & 2 oe a oe dh kA 
17 Cartwright (D) 10% - - - - - - + - = = 10% 
18 Murphy, T. (R) GBN6 b= ah = ak + - + 61% 
RHODE ISLAND 
1 Cicilline (D) 10% - - - - - + - 10% 
2 Langevin (D) 1% = = = = = ee 10% 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
1 Sanford (R) 60% + - - + + - = + + + 65% 
2 Wilson, J. (R) 70% + - + - + Boos ok GME 
3, Duncan, Jeff (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
4 Gowdy (R) 70% + - + - + Hos de ok kM 
5 Norman (R) 67% a ee + - + + + 67% 
6 Clyburn (D) 11% #? - - - - - + - - = 11% 
7 Rice, T. (R) 60% + - + - - + - + + + 60% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
AL Noem (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
TENNESSEE 
1 Roe (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Duncan, John(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 85% 
3 Fleischmann (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
4 DesjJarlais (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Cooper (D) 20% - - - = = + + - - = 15% 
6 Black, D. (R) Gs ¢ = & = ab tos dt DW 
7 Blackburn, M. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
8 Kustoff (R) G5 2 = 4 2 = fos kM 
9 Cohen (D) 10% - - - - - - + - - 10% 
TEXAS 
1 Gohmert (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Poe (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 74% 
3, Johnson, S. (R) TM Re oe a 2 de TKN 
4 Ratcliffe (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
5 Hensarling (R) 70% + - + - + os db a GEM 
6 Barton (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 67% 
7 Culberson (R) 70% + - + - + os dk ok IY 
8 Brady, K. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
9 Green, A. (D) 20% - - - - = + + - - | 15% 
10 McCaul (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
11 Conaway (R) 70% + - + - + os de (GME 
12 Granger (R) 75% + - 2 = + + 2? + + + 67% 
13 Thornberry (R) 70% + - + - + bos db ok EI 
14 Weber (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
15 Gonzalez (D) 30% - - - - = + + - + - 30% 
16 O'Rourke (D) 30% - - - + - - b+ = + - 20% 
17 Flores (R) 70% + - + - + fos a ok a EM 
18 Jackson Lee (D) 20% - - - = = + + - = = 15% 
19 Arrington (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
20 Castro (D) 20% - - - - = - + + + 20% 
21 Smith, L. (R) 67% + - + - + + - + + ? 68% 
22 Olson (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + = 68% 
23 Hurd (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
24 Marchant (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
25 Williams (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
26 Burgess (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 65% 
27 Farenthold (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
28 Cuellar (D) 40% - - + - - + - + + - 50% 
29 Green, G. (D) 30% - - - - = + + - + - 25% 
30 Johnson, E.B. (D) 0% = = = © 2 a a 6% 
31 Carter, J. (R) G04 4 = #2 = = Hoo LING 
32 Sessions (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
33 Veasey (D) 20% - - - - - - + + + - 15% 
34 Vela (D) 30% - - - - = + + - + - 35% 
35 Doggett (D) 10% - - - - - - + = = 10% 
36 Babin (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
UTAH 
1 Bishop, R. (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Stewart (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 67% 
3 Curtis (R) + 
4 Love (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
VERMONT 
AL Welch (D) 20% - - - + = a 16% 
VIRGINIA 
1 Wittman (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
2 Taylor (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 63% 
3 Scott, R. (D) 10% - - - - - - + - = 10% 
4 McEachin (D) 10% - - - - - - + = = 10% 
5 Garrett (R) 75% + - + - 2? 2? + + + + 78% 
6 Goodlatte (R) WO = 2 = # bo gf ok FON 
7 Brat (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
8 Beyer (D) 10% - - - - - =) ey ae is 11% 
9 Griffith (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 75% 
10 Comstock (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
11 Connolly (D) 20% - - - = = ee 15% 
WASHINGTON 
1 DelBene (D) 20% - - - + - - + - = 15% 
2 Larsen, R. (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
3 Herrera Beutler (R) 70% + - + - + oe gh oak oh (HEIN 
4 Newhouse (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 76% 
5 McMorris Rodgers (R)70% + - + - + Ss & & & (5% 
6 Kilmer (D) 20% - - - - = - + = + - 15% 
7 Jayapal (D) 20% - - - + - - + = = = 15% 
8 Reichert (R) 56% 2? - - - + t+ - + + + 53% 
9 Smith, Adam (D) 20% - - - + - - + = = - 15% 
10 Heck (D) 10% - - - - - - + - = 10% 
WEST VIRGINIA 
1 McKinley (R) 70% + - + - + bos og dk OEM 
2 Mooney (R) 70% + - + - + +o - + + + 65% 
3, Jenkins, E. (R) 70% + - + - + bos & & CEM 
WISCONSIN 
1 Ryan, P (R) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2? 2 PP 4 
2 Pocan (D) 25% - - = + = Ses ee, tf 17% 
3, Kind (D) 10% - - - - = a 20% 
4 Moore (D) 10% - - - - - - + = = = 11% 
5 Sensenbrenner (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
6 Grothman (R) WM + = 2 = & doo FINNS 
7 Duffy (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
8 Gallagher (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 
WYOMING 
AL Cheney (R) 70% + - + - + + - + + + 70% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 
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During consideration of 
the Iranian and Russian sanc- 
tions bill (S. 722), Senator Lindsey Gra- 
ham (R-S.C.) introduced an amendment 
to “affirm that the United States remains 
fully committed to the North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization and will honor 
its obligations enshrined in Article 5.” 
Under Article 5, the member nations of 
the NATO military alliance “agree that an 
armed attack against one or more of them 
... Shall be considered an attack against 
them all.” 

The Senate adopted Graham’s amend- 
ment on June 15, 2017 by a unanimous 
vote of 100 to 0 (Roll Call 146). That not 
a single senator voted nay is appalling, 
since that is the constitutionally sound 
position. The reason: Not only should 
the United States stay clear of entan- 
gling alliances such as NATO, but the 
NATO provision that obligates the Unit- 
ed States to go to war if any member of 
NATO is attacked undermines the provi- 
sion in the U.S. Constitution that assigns 
to Congress the power to declare war. 
Moreover, the number of nations that 
the United States has pledged to defend 
under NATO has grown from 11 to 28 
over the years, as the alliance itself has 
grown from 12 member nations (includ- 
ing the United States) when NATO was 
created in 1949 to 29 today. Although 
NATO was ostensibly formed to counter 
the threat from the Soviet bloc of nations, 
some of the nations the United States is 
now pledged to defend under NATO were 
once part of that bloc, including Albania, 
Bulgaria, the Czech Republic (as part of 
Czechoslovakia), Hungary, Poland, and 
Romania. 


President Donald Trump 
nominated John Kenneth Bush to be a 
judge on the Sixth U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. As chairman of the Louisville 
chapter of the Federalist Society, Bush 
is a strict constructionist. He has previ- 
ously called for the repeal of ObamaCare, 
opposes public financing of campaign 
elections, opposes gay marriage, and is 
staunchly pro-life. On an online con- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


AP Images 


Barely a breakthrough: Though Congress did pass legislation eliminating the ObamaCare individual 


mandate, it did not repeal other broad sections of the law that expand Medicaid, despite the fact that 
healthcare costs have skyrocketed under ObamaCare, with little, if any, additional care added. 


servative blog, Bush equated abortion 
to slavery, describing them as the “two 
greatest tragedies in our country.” 

The Senate confirmed Bush on July 20, 
2017 by a vote of 51 to 47 (Roll Call 164). 
We have assigned pluses to the yeas be- 
cause more judges are needed who will up- 
hold the U.S. Constitution, as Bush intends. 


Dur- 
ing consideration of the health- 
care bill (H.R. 1628), Senator Rand Paul 
(R-Ky.) introduced an amendment that 
would have expired the expansion of 
Medicaid and certain taxes created under 
ObamaCare, prohibited healthcare plans 
that provide abortion coverage from 
qualifying for certain tax credits, banned 
federal funding of abortion, and repealed 
the individual and employer mandates 
created under ObamaCare. 
The Senate rejected Paul’s amend- 
ment on July 26, 2017 by a vote of 45 
to 55 (Roll Call 169). We have assigned 


pluses to the yeas because government 
should not subsidize the killing of inno- 
cent human life, and also because Senator 
Paul’s amendment would have repealed 
extensive portions of the unconstitutional 
ObamaCare law. 


This bill (H.R. 
3364) would establish new sanctions, and 
codify certain existing sanctions, on Rus- 
sia. The bill cites an intelligence commu- 
nity assessment saying that “Putin ordered 
an influence campaign in 2016 aimed at 
the United States presidential election.” 
It also expresses the sense of Congress 
that President Trump call on Russia to 
withdraw from Ukraine, and it states that 
“it is the policy of the United States ... 
to support the Government of Ukraine in 
restoring its sovereign and territorial in- 
tegrity.” In addition to Russia, H.R. 3364 
also establishes and expands sanctions on 
Iran and North Korea. 
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Votes: 11-200 17 12:13:14: 1516 17:18: 19 201-20 Votes: 11-200 11 12:13:14 15 16 17 18 19 201-20 

ALABAMA MAINE 

Shelby (R) 60% - + + - - + + - + + 55% Collins (R) 40% - + - - - + + - - + 30% 

Strange (R) GM = © #£ = = odo ok MN King, A. (1) 4% 2 = = = & = es = = = RM 
ALASKA MARYLAND 

Murkowski (R) 40% - + - = = + + - - + 40% Cardin (D) 10% - - - - + - = eee 10% 

Sullivan (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% Van Hollen (D) 10% - - - - + - = 2 ee 10% 
ARIZONA MASSACHUSETTS 

McCain (R) 144% - ? - - - 2? + - - ? 35% Warren (D) 10% - - - - + - = eee 10% 

Flake (R) 70% - + + - - + + + + + 70% Markey (D) 10% - - - - + ts = 10% 
ARKANSAS MICHIGAN 

Boozman (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% Stabenow (D) 0% - ? - - - - ee ee 5% 

Cotton (R) GW = © & = = Bo odooe oh FM Peters, G. (D) BW 2 = = = & hos =s =s «= 15% 
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA 

Feinstein (D) 10% - - - = + - oe eee 10% Klobuchar (D) 10% - - - - + - eee 10% 

Harris, K. (D) 10% - - - - + - = ee 10% Franken (D) 10% - - - - + So ee 10% 
COLORADO MISSISSIPPI 

Bennet (D) 10% - - - = + - oe eee 10% Cochran (R) 44% - + + - | ? + = = + 47% 

Gardner (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% Wicker (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% 
CONNECTICUT MISSOURI 

Blumenthal (D) 10% - - - - + - 2 fe ee 10% McCaskill (D) 10% - - - - - t+ - - = = 10% 

Murphy, C. (D) 10% - - - - + - = = = = 10% Blunt (R) 44%  - + + - = + 2? - - + 50% 
DELAWARE MONTANA 

Carper (D) 0% - - - - = - 5 ef ee 5% Tester (D) 20% - - - = + + - 2 = = 20% 

Coons (D) 10% - - - - + - - = = = 10% Daines (R) 60% - + + - - + + + - + 65% 
FLORIDA NEBRASKA 

Nelson (D) 0% j- - - - ? - ee ee 0% Fischer (R) 50% - + + - =| + + - - + 55% 

Rubio (R) Bs 2  & = 2 fod eI Sasse (R) G6 2 # do. = Hodk sk (RAMS 
GEORGIA NEVADA 

Isakson (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 53% Heller (R) 44% - + - - + 2 + = = + 58% 

Perdue (R) GW = © & = = ode kG Cortez Masto (D) 4% 2 = =s =» « Roe = 8 « 5% 
HAWAII NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Schatz (D) 0% - - - = = - 2 fe ee 5% Shaheen (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 

Hirono (D) 10% - - - - + - 2 2 = = 10% Hassan (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
IDAHO NEW JERSEY 

Crapo (R) 60% - + + - - + + - + + 65% Menendez (D) 0% - - - - ? > 2? -~ 2? - 6% 

Risch (R) GW = + 4 = = odo Fe BM Booker (D) 10% - - - - + a ee 10% 
ILLINOIS NEW MEXICO 

Durbin (D) 10% - - - - + - ee ee 11% Udall (D) 10% - - - - + - oe eee 10% 

Duckworth (D) 10% - - - - + 7 eee 10% Heinrich (D) 10% - - - - + - - 2 ee 10% 
INDIANA NEW YORK 

Donnelly (D) 0% - - - = = - 2 es ee 10% Schumer (D) 10% - - - - + - - 2 ee 10% 

Young, T. (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 55% Gillibrand (D) 10% - - - - + - = = = = 10% 
IOWA NORTH CAROLINA 

Grassley (R) 50% - + + - = + + - = + 55% Burr (R) 50% - + + - =| + + - + + 50% 

Ernst (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 55% Tillis (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% 
KANSAS NORTH DAKOTA 

Roberts (R) 50% - + + - =| + + - = + 50% Hoeven (R) 50% - + + - - + + - + + 50% 

Moran (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 55% Heitkamp (D) 10% - - - - + 2s a ie 20% 
KENTUCKY OHIO 

McConnell (R) 50% - + + - - + + - - + 50% Brown, S. (D) 10% - - - - + - = eee 10% 

Paul (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% Portman (R) 40% - + - - - + + - - + 45% 
LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA 

Cassidy (R) 50% - + + - - + + - = + 50% Inhofe (R) 60% - + + - - + + - + + 55% 

Kennedy, John (R) 50% - + + - - fod oe = bh (OM Lankford (R) 70% - + + - - eo A ah EEN 
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115th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D) 10% - - - = + - 10% Hatch (R) 50% - + + - = + + - = + 50% 

Merkley (D) 10% - - - = + - - 10% Lee, M. (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D) 0% -~- - - - - - 5% Leahy (D) 10% - - - - + Be 10% 

Toomey (R) 5% © & & s Pt + + 63% Sanders (I) eee No 8 21% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed, J. (D) 0% 5% Warner (D) 0% - - - = = - 0% 
Whitehouse (D) 0% 5% Kaine (D) 10% - - - - + - 10% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham, L. (R) 50% - + + + + - + 58% Murray (D) 10% - - - - + 10% 

Scott, T. (R) 50% - + + + + - + 60% Cantwell (D) 10% + - 10% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Thune (R) 50% - + + - + + - + 50% Manchin (D) 10% - - - - - + 15% 

Rounds (R) 50% - + + - + + - - + 50% Capito (R) 40% - + - - - + + - - + 45% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Alexander (R) 40% - + - - + + - + 45% Johnson, R. (R) 60% - + + - - + + - + + 55% 

Corker (R) GQ = ££ & = ad 2 60% Baldwin (D) MY 2 = = = st es 6 2 10% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R) 50% - + + t+ + - = + 50% Enzi (R) 60% - + + - - + + - + + 55% 

Cruz (R) 50% - + + bo = = & (0% Barrasso (R) GWA = dh a = = Bodo os & od SEM 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a senator did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If he cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 31, 33, and 34. 


The Senate passed H.R. 3364 on July 
27, 2017 by a vote of 98 to 2 (Roll Call 
175). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because imposing new sanctions in the 
name of punishing the regimes’ provo- 
cations and aggression could itself be 
viewed as provocative and could result 
in push-back further involving the United 
States in the affairs of other countries and 
regions. Instead of acting as a global cop, 
America would be best served by return- 
ing to our traditional and constitutionally 
sound foreign policy of staying clear of 


foreign quarrels. 
1 War Authorization. During con- 
sideration of the National Defense 
Authorization Act (H.R. 2810), Senator 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.) offered an amendment 
to repeal, six months after the bill’s enact- 
ment, the 2001 Authorization for the Use 
of Military Force (AUMF). Enacted in the 
wake of 9/11, the AUMF authorized the 
president to use military force against the 
terrorists involved, including those who 
aided and harbored them, and was used as 
the legal authority for U.S. military entry 
into Afghanistan. Paul’s amendment would 
also have ended, six months after the bill’s 
enactment, the 2002 AUMF for the inva- 
sion of Iraq to disarm Saddam Hussein of 
his reputed weapons of mass destruction. 
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The Senate agreed to a motion to table 
(kill) Paul’s amendment on September 
13, 2017 by a vote of 61 to 36 (Roll Call 
195). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because the 2001 AUMF in par- 
ticular has been used by presidents ever 
since as a blank check not only for con- 
tinued U.S. military intervention in Af- 
ghanistan, but for new military interven- 
tions elsewhere, including Libya, Syria, 
and Yemen — despite the fact that con- 
stitutionally authorized power to declare 
war belongs to Congress, not the presi- 
dent. “This is your constitutional role,” 
Paul said on the Senate floor prior to the 
vote on his amendment. “Let’s let these 
[AUMFs] expire, and over the next six 
months, let’s debate whether we should 


be at war and where.” 
1 Ajit Pai Nomination. On 
March 7, 2017, President Donald 
Trump re-nominated Ajit Pai to serve an- 
other five-year term on the Federal Com- 
munications Commission (FCC). One of 
President Trump’s first official acts was 
designating Commissioner Pai as the 
new FCC chairman to replace outgoing 
Obama-pick Tom Wheeler. As an outspo- 
ken opponent of “Net Neutrality,” Pai’s 
appointment as FCC chairman marked 
a major milestone toward ending gov- 


ernment regulation of the Internet. On 
December 14, 2017, the FCC — with 
Pai at the helm — voted 3-2 to end Net 
Neutrality. 

The Senate confirmed Ajit Pai on Oc- 
tober 2, 2017 by a vote of 52 to 41 (Roll 
Call 209). We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because the U.S. Constitution does 
not authorize the federal government to 
get involved in the Internet, which oper- 
ates best without intrusive government 


regulation. 
1 More Government Health- 
care. During consideration of 
the budget resolution (House Concurrent 
Resolution 71), Senator Bernie Sanders 
(I-Vt.) introduced an amendment to au- 
thorize $20.6 billion in new spending for 
healthcare programs, including Medic- 
aid, the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program, and the Federal Employees 
Health Benefit Program, for fiscal 2018. 
The Senate rejected Sanders’ amend- 
ment on October 18, 2017 by a vote of 47 
to 51 (Roll Call 221). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because the U.S. Con- 
stitution does not authorize the federal 
government to get involved in health- 
care, and all government meddling causes 
more healthcare problems, such as rising 
healthcare costs. 
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During consid- 
eration of the budget resolu- 
tion (House Concurrent Resolution 71), 
Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) introduced an 
amendment to cut $43 billion in budget 
authority in fiscal 2018. Senator Paul 
remarked on October 17, 2017, “I want 
a big, big very bold tax cut. I’m for the 
bigger the better. And I will settle for 
less than I want. But I do want the big- 
gest. And I will agitate to make sure that 
everybody across-the-board gets a tax 
cut.... 1 can’t get a Republican to sign on, 
because they give lip service to smaller 
government, but they’re afraid of their 
shadow. And not a damn one of them re- 
ally are for cutting spending.” 

The Senate rejected Paul’s amendment 
on October 19, 2017 by a vote of 5 to 
95 (Roll Call 236). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because federal spend- 
ing, much of which is unconstitutional, is 
out of control and needs to be reined in. 
While a $43 billion budget cut is small 
in comparison to the trillion-dollar-plus 
budgets in recent years, it is a symbolic 
act that should be applauded. 


— 


This bill (H.R. 

2266) would make available $36.5 

billion in emergency supplemental funding 
for fiscal 2018 to partially cover the costs 
of responding to multiple natural disasters, 
including hurricanes and wildfires. It would 
include $18.7 billion for the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Di- 
saster Relief Fund and would cancel $16 
billion of the Treasury debt incurred by 
FEMA’s National Flood Insurance Program. 
The Senate agreed to pass H.R. 2266 on 
October 24, 2017 by a vote of 82 to 17 (Roll 
Call 248). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because federal involvement in natu- 
ral disaster relief is not only unconstitution- 
al, but also wasteful, inefficient, ineffective, 
and often harmful, as THE NEw AMERICAN 
has pointed out numerous times. Federal 
intervention into natural disaster recovery 
efforts typically makes matters worse for 
those who are afflicted by the disaster, as 
federal bureaucrats are often ill-informed 
of the needs of those affected and attempt 
to take control of relief efforts away from 
state and local organizations that better 
understand the situation. Disaster relief is 


much better handled by states, counties, 
and local communities, coupled with vol- 
unteer efforts from across the country. As 
it stands now, most disaster relief work is 
already done by private entities. 


This bill, known as the 

Tax Cuts and Jobs Act (H.R. 1), 

would slash the corporate income-tax rate 

from 35 percent to 21 percent, cut indi- 

vidual income-tax rates through 2025, 

and effectively eliminate the tax penalty 

on Americans who do not purchase health 

insurance by reducing the penalty amount 

to zero. The latter was a cornerstone of the 
2010 ObamaCare legislation. 

The Senate passed the final version of 
H.R. 1 on December 20, 2017 by a vote of 
51 to 48 (Roll Call 323). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the tax cuts in 
this bill will keep more money in the hands 
of American businesses and consumers, 
where it can be invested into the economy, 
thus spurring economic growth. Unfortu- 
nately, however, the bill does not address 
federal spending, which needs to be reined 
in via other legislation. 
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Get US Out! of NAFTA: For more than 20 years, we have witnessed NAFTA’s destruction throughout America! Now 


globalists want to update, modernize, and expand NAFTA to create the North American Union. We stopped the NAU 
in 2009, and with your help, we can do it again. Let’s create the pressure needed to Get US Out! of NAFTA, instead of 
renegotiating. Remind President Trump to put America first! 
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Breakfast With 
Hundreds of Stand-in Dads 


When Billy Earl Dade Middle School in 
Dallas, Texas, asked for male mentors 
to attend a “Breakfast With Dads” event 
to stand in for absent fathers, the school 
could not have predicted the turnout. 

The Washington Post reported that 
the school has a population of approxi- 
mately 900 students, of which 90 percent 
qualify as low-income. When the school 
announced it would be hosting a “Break- 
fast With Dads” event, only 150 male 
students between ages 11 and 13 signed 
up. School officials were concerned that 
the low participation was because many 
of the young men did not have a father 
figure available to attend the event. They 
also feared that some of the attending 
students would not have a male figure at 
their side, so they requested volunteers to 
stand in as mentors. 

Children’s advocate Kristina Chaadé 
Dove — who has served on what is called 
a site-based decision-making team for the 
middle school — published a call to action 
on social media in early December. 

The organizers had hoped for 50 or so 
volunteers, but on the day of the event, 
nearly 600 men showed up to mentor the 
boys. 

The impressive turnout forced the 
school to move the event from the cafete- 
ria to the gymnasium. 

The event’s icebreaker involved teach- 
ing the young men to tie a tie. 

Stephanie Drenka, a Dallas photogra- 
pher and blogger who works with Dove, 
wrote of the event: 


I will never forget witnessing the 
young students surrounded by sup- 
portive community members. There 
were so many volunteers, that at 
times I saw young men huddled in 
the center of 4-5 mentors. The look of 
awe — even disbelief — in students’ 
eyes as they made their way through 
the crowd of “Dads” was astonishing. 


According to event organizer Reverend 


Donald Parish, Jr., pastor of True Lee Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church, mentors such as 
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the event’s volunteers play a significant 
role in the lives of the young men. 

“When a young person sees someone 
other than their teacher take interest in 
them, it inspires them. That’s what we 
want to see happen,” Parish told the Dal- 
las Morning News. 


Road Trip! 


In early January, the Malenfant family 
was headed back to their home in Port- 
land, Maine, from New York, where their 
son, Kori, had undergone brain surgery 
days earlier. They missed their connecting 
train in Boston by five minutes and would 
have had to wait for hours in single-digit 
weather were it not for Boston Police Cap- 
tain Kelley McCormick. 

“We were just setting up to do the Bos- 
ton Garden detail for the Bruins game,” 
Captain McCormick said. “They looked 
tired. [Kori] looked cold and frail.” 

According to WMTW Portland, Mc- 
Cormick sympathized with the family, 
as his wife had previously dealt with a 
difficult post-op recovery after undergo- 
ing kidney transplant surgery. The donor? 
Captain McCormick. 

He invited the family to sit in his warm 
car for a while, as he had to get gas anyway. 
But, as WMTW Portland reported, McCor- 
mick kept driving north after getting gas 
rather than returning to the train station. 

Mrs. Malenfant asked McCormick in 
disbelief, “Are you driving us to Port- 
land?” Captain McCormick responded, 
“Yes, this is a kidnapping, but it’s legal.” 

The family’s response was quite emo- 
tional, McCormick recalled. “They burst 
into tears and that was very emotional. 
They were just very tired, I could see it, 
and I just felt like they’re going to sit in 
North Station all night no matter what.” 

According to Kori’s mother, Wendi, 
the entire experience was “surreal.” Two 
hours and over 100 miles later, the family 
was home. “There were just no words at 
that point,” Malenfant said. “We were so 
thankful.” 

But to Captain McCormick, it was just 
another day on the job. “Every officer 
wants to do that every day,” McCormick 
told Boston25 News. 
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Need a Kidney? Take Mine 


Robert Leibowitz, a 60-year-old single fa- 
ther of five children from New Jersey, was 
in need of a kidney after suffering with 
chronic kidney disease for three years. 
In desperation, during a visit to Disney 
World in September he wore a shirt that 
read, “In need of kidney O Positive Call 
917-597-2651.” Thankfully, a stranger 
stepped forward to be Leibowitz’s hero. 

Leibowitz was spotted by Rocio San- 
doval, who happened to be visiting Dis- 
ney World in September when Leibowitz 
was in attendance and snapped a photo of 
the shirt to post on Facebook. The photo 
went viral, shared more than 90,000 times, 
eventually catching the eye of a complete 
stranger named Richie Sully, of Indiana, 
months after the photo was posted. 

Sully told InsideEdition.com that he 
reached out to Leibowitz with a simple 
message: “My name is Richie. I am O 
positive. I have an extra kidney and you 
are welcome to it.” 

The two men immediately began the 
testing process to confirm that Sully was 
indeed a match. Sully flew from Indiana to 
visit Leibowitz and complete his testing. 
The two bonded as Leibowitz gave Sully a 
tour of New York. The surgery took place 
on January 18, and Sully was proud to be 
the reason Leibowitz would not have to 
undergo dialysis anymore. 

“Tt’s not a big deal to me,” Sully said. “A 
guy needs this to live, and I have an extra 
one, I can function with one, not a big deal.” 

And Leibowitz is moved that a com- 
plete stranger would be willing to do 
something so dramatic for him. “I can’t 
even put into words the type of gesture, 
[that] someone would do something like 
that,” Leibowitz said. 

Sully acknowledged that were it not for 
all the good people who shared Leibow- 
itz’s post, Leibowitz could still be waiting 
for a kidney. “I wanted to take a moment 
and thank everyone that shared this post,” 
he wrote. “Had it not been for you guys, I 
never would have seen it and Rob would 
still be looking for a match. His kids can 
now go to bed and not have to worry about 
their dad. Thank you for helping me give 
them more time as a family.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Did Jefferson Have Dalliances? 


For a variety of reasons, critics have claimed that Thomas Jefferson, after his wife’s death, 
fathered children with his slave Sally Hemings, but the facts say otherwise. 


-- 
oe 
© 


ie ern. 
y, JWG -. rs 
' ay A : Wi / Ite 


Ah 
¥ 


by Steve Byas 


Te Jefferson is certainly on 
the short list of the greatest of our 
Founding Fathers. He did not even 
want the fact that he was our third presi- 
dent on his tombstone. Instead, he believed 
other achievements, such as his authorship 
of the Declaration of Independence, were 
more important. Certainly, the words of 
the Declaration of Independence, in which 
he boldly proclaimed that our rights come 
not from government, but from God, are 
the foundation of our country. 

But the ugly accusation that he fathered 
at least one child, and probably several, 
by one of his slaves, Sally Hemings, has 
damaged his historical reputation. This 
attack is certainly part of the broader as- 
sault upon the reputation of the Founders, 
which is designed to diminish support for 
the principles of limited government upon 
which the nation was established. 

The charge is not new, however, going 
back to the days when Jefferson resided in 
the White House, when a man of question- 
able reputation, a known political enemy 
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infamous for his vicious smear tactics, 
first leveled the accusation. 

For decades, however, historians rou- 
tinely dismissed the charge as baseless, 
but then in 1976, historian Fawn Brodie 
presented the case in her Thomas Jeffer- 
son: An Intimate History that Jefferson 
began an affair with Sally while he served 
as America’s minister to France in the 
1780s, when Sally was still a young teen- 
ager. Brodie even argued that Jefferson 
was actually referencing Sally’s smooth 
Mulatto contours in his 25 pages of notes 
from his 1788 tour of France and Germa- 
ny. While Jefferson specifically used the 
term “mulatto” to comment on the soil of 
the hills and valleys of the two countries, 
Brodie insisted that it was code for his 
mixed-blood concubine. 

While Brodie implied that Jefferson 
took young Sally with him to France when 
he assumed his ministerial duties, the facts 
are that he first went to France in 1784. 
Sally, on the other hand, did not arrive in 
France until 1788, when she accompanied 
Jefferson’s nine-year-old daughter, Polly. 
Writing in his Thomas Jefferson: A Life, 


From the testers’ mouth: The public was 

told that DNA evidence proved that Thomas 
Jefferson had fathered a child by his slave, 

but the man who actually conducted the study 
said, “The genetic findings ... do not prove 
that Thomas Jefferson was the father of one of 
Sally Hemings’ children.” 


Willard Sterne Randall explained why. 
She was sent to be a nanny for Polly, and 
Randall notes Sally was “worthless” in 
that role, being only 13 herself. 

“When Jefferson used the term mulatto 
to describe soil during his French trav- 
els, Sally was still on a ship with Polly,” 
Randall wrote. “If he had ever noticed her 
or remembered her at all, Sally had been 
only ten years old when Jefferson last vis- 
ited Monticello hurriedly in 1784 to pack 
James Hemings [her brother] off to France 
with him.” Jefferson had not even lived at 
Monticello in the two years prior to that, 
since shortly after his wife’s death. “Un- 
less Brodie was suggesting that Jefferson 
consoled himself by having an affair with 
an eight-year-old child, the whole chain of 
suppositions is preposterous.” 


The Origins of the 

Smear Against Jefferson 

Yet, this was the beginning of the af- 
fair, according to James Callender, the 
man who originated the smear. Callen- 
der enlisted in the new Republican Party 
launched by Jefferson to combat the politi- 
cal views of Secretary of the Treasury Al- 
exander Hamilton. Callender was among 
those jailed for violating the Sedition Act 
of 1798, which made it a crime to write 
or publish false or scandalous material 
about certain high-level government of- 
ficials. When Jefferson became president 
in 1801, he pardoned those who had been 
convicted under the odious law. 

But a pardon was not enough for Cal- 
lender. He expected to be rewarded with 
a post mastership from Jefferson, but that 
did not happen. Whereas before, Callender 
had used his specialty of smearing politi- 
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What created the sensation, when the results were published, was that 
Eston was descended from a “Jefferson male,” or someone related to 
Jefferson's paternal uncle, Field Jefferson. 


cal opposition against the Federalists, he 
now targeted Jefferson. In the Federal- 
ist newspaper The Richmond Recorder, 
published in September 1802, Callender 
wrote, “By this wench Sally, our presi- 
dent has had several children.” Callender 
even claimed that one child, Tom, closely 
resembled Jefferson. 

While Jefferson never publicly respond- 
ed to the charges directly, in 1805 he did 
write Secretary of the Navy Robert Smith 
that he was “guilty” of only one charge 
made by his political opponents. He told 
Smith that he had attempted a courtship of 
a married woman before he married his late 
wife. Because of the romantic nature of the 
admission, it can be fairly presumed that 
Jefferson denied any other sexually related 
scandal, especially one involving his slave. 

Callender had incorrectly asserted that 
Sally went to France “in the same vessel 
with Mr. Jefferson.” Because of such in- 
accuracies, Callender’s sleazy reputation, 
and his obvious motives for revenge, most 
professional historians largely dismissed 
the accusations until Brodie resurrected 
the story in 1976. Jefferson biographer 


ek 


Dumas Malone said it was amazing that 
any real scholar could give serious con- 
sideration to Brodie’s thesis. 

But Brodie’s charges were enough to 
lead some descendants of Sally Hemings 
and some descendants of Thomas Jeffer- 
son’s uncle to submit to a DNA analysis. 
In a scientific DNA test of this nature, the 
samples must come from those in the di- 
rect male line, or male-to-male all the way 
from the person in the distant past to the 
present. No DNA from Thomas Jefferson 
was possible, as he had no living direct 
male descendants. 


The 1998 DNA Testing 

To overcome this problem, DNA samples 
were taken from a direct male descen- 
dant of Thomas Jefferson’s uncle, Field 
Jefferson. Other samples were obtained 
from direct male descendants of Eston 
Hemings, Sally’s youngest son, and oth- 
ers from direct male descendants of two 
of Thomas Jefferson’s nephews, Peter 
and Samuel Carr. Finally, a DNA sample 
was taken from a direct male descendant 
of Thomas “Tom” Woodson, who Wood- 


Much time apart: Monticello was the private residence of Thomas Jefferson, but he spent much 
time away, serving his country at the Continental Congress, in France, and as secretary of state, 
vice president, and president. Though Sally Hemings did accompany Jefferson’s child to France 
as her nanny while he was serving as U.S. minister, the child that Sally conceived while in France 
was not Jefferson’s, as there was no DNA connection at all between Jefferson and her son. 
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son’s descendants had long contended was 
the child of Thomas Jefferson and Sally 
Hemings. However, Eston Heming’s de- 
scendants had never made such a claim 
regarding Eston. 

The conclusions were: (1) Eston 
Hemings was the child of a male member 
of the Jefferson family; (2) neither Peter 
nor Samuel Carr could have fathered 
Eston; and (3) Tom Woodson was not a 
descendant of Thomas Jefferson. The third 
conclusion appeared to remove doubt that 
the Callender accusation in 1802 — that 
Tom was Jefferson’s child — was a lie. 
No one has disputed that Tom’s mother 
was Sally, and Tom is believed to be the 
lone child Sally had while in Paris. How- 
ever, the lack of any DNA connection to 
Jefferson appears to discount the Brodie 
allegation that Jefferson fathered a child 
with Sally while in Paris. 

One of the Carrs had been rumored to 
have fathered Eston, but the DNA findings 
tuled out that speculation, as well. 

What created the sensation, when the 
results were published, was that Eston 
was descended from a “Jefferson male,” 
or someone related to Jefferson’s paternal 
uncle, Field Jefferson. 

The family of Eston Hemings had a 
long-running family story that they were 
descended from a Jefferson “uncle.” Like 
many family stories passed down across 
the generations, they often contain some 
truth, mixed with some embellishment 
or misunderstanding. In this case, it was 
not possible for Field Jefferson to have 
fathered Eston, because Field had died 
several years before Eston’s conception. 
Another paternal uncle of Thomas Jeffer- 
son had likewise died years earlier. 

Unfortunately, the English journal Na- 
ture released the DNA findings in 1998 
with the sensational title, “Jefferson Fa- 
thered Slave’s Last Child.” Doctor Eugene 
Foster, who conducted the DNA tests, 
later wrote that he was “embarrassed by 
the blatant spin of the Nature article.” Fos- 
ter added, “The genetic findings ... do not 
prove that Thomas Jefferson was the fa- 
ther of one of Sally Hemings’ children.... 
We have never made that claim. My ex- 
perience with this matter so far tells me 
that no matter how often I repeat it, it will 
not stop the media from saying what they 
want to in order to try to increase their cir- 
culation.... [am angered by it.” 
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Herbert Barger, a Jefferson family his- 
torian, wrote in 2000 that Dr. Foster was 
largely responsible for the false impres- 
sion left by the article, which Foster actu- 
ally wrote. (There is some dispute as to 
whether Foster approved of the inflamma- 
tory title.) It was Barger who had provided 
Foster the names of several descendants 
of Field Jefferson, and even some of the 
descendants of Sally Hemings. For ex- 
ample, Barger wrote that he sent Foster 
historical information related to Thomas 
Jefferson’s brother, Randolph, “who lived 
about 20 miles away, his five sons, and 
other male Jeffersons who lived at or near 
Thomas Jefferson’s home.” 

Despite this, Barger wrote, “None of the 
additional information I had provided him 
had been included in the article, which 
would have made it clear that Thomas was 
only one of eight or more Jeffersons who 
may have fathered Eston Hemings.” 

The Jefferson Foundation noted, “Dis- 
senters have pointed to Jefferson’s young- 
er brother, Randolph Jefferson, as a candi- 
date for paternity, a possibility that would 
fit the DNA finding.” It should be reiter- 
ated that the DNA findings were ot that 
Thomas Jefferson was the father of Eston 
Hemings, but instead that a “Jefferson 
male” was an ancestor of Eston Hemings. 

Randolph Jefferson had earned a reputa- 
tion for socializing with Jefferson’s slaves, 
and was known to have visited Monticel- 
lo approximately nine months before the 
birth of Eston Hemings. 

Until 1976, the descendants of Eston 
had believed that they were descended 
from a Jefferson “uncle.” While Ran- 
dolph Jefferson was Thomas Jefferson’s 
brother, not his uncle, this is the type of 
distortion that often occurs in family sto- 
ries. Randolph was known at Monticello 
as “Uncle Randolph,” because, of course, 
he was the uncle of Thomas Jefferson’s 
acknowledged children by his late wife. 
According to Martha Jefferson, Randolph, 
her father’s younger brother, was known 
as “Uncle Randolph,” and he was always 
referred to that way in family letters. 

Isaac Jefferson, a former slave of Jeffer- 
son, later recalled that Randolph “used to 
come out among the black people, play the 
fiddle, and dance half the night.” Barger 
noted that three of Sally’s children were 
given names of members of Randolph’s 
family. While it is not proven that Ran- 
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The foe was not fooled: John Adams was a bitter political foe of Thomas Jefferson at the time 
the charges were made against Jefferson. Yet, Adams believed the ugly accusations were “mere 


clouds of unsubstantiated vapor.” 


dolph was Eston’s father, it is clearly more 
likely than the conclusion that Thomas 
Jefferson was the father. 


Media Reaction 

to the DNA Publication 

Despite the scant evidence against Thomas 
Jefferson, media reports at the time pro- 
nounced him guilty as charged. US News 
Online said, “The evidence ... removes 
any shadow of doubt that Thomas Jefferson 
sired at least one son by Sally Hemings,” 
while the Washington Post asserted the ge- 
netic testing “almost certainly proves our 
third president fathered at least one child 
by Sally Hemings.” These reports were as 
typical as they were unproven. 

Even the History Channel has made the 
bold claim that Jefferson fathered children 
by Sally Hemings, noting that she only con- 
ceived children when Jefferson was around. 
But since Jefferson was “around” when she 
conceived a child in Paris, and the DNA 
studies indicated no connection between 
that child and Jefferson, this would seem to 
be a weak argument. 

Why would the media rush to convict 
Jefferson on such flimsy evidence? Part 
of the answer is no doubt that the media 
love sensationalist stories, which sell 
magazines and newspapers. After all, it 
is a bigger story to proclaim Jefferson fa- 
thered children by a slave woman than to 
say that he probably did not. Another rea- 
son is that the Nature article was rushed 


into print during the Clinton sex scandals. 
Henry Gee, a staff writer at Nature, said, 
“If President William Jefferson Clinton 
has cause to curse the invention of DNA 
fingerprinting [remember the famous blue 
dress of Monica Lewinsky], the latest re- 
ports show that it has a long reach indeed.” 

The argument from Clinton’s defenders 
was that if such a revered historical figure 
as Jefferson could have fathered children 
by aslave girl, shouldn’t Clinton get a pass 
for having had a sexual relationship in the 
Oval Office with an intern? 

Finally, it appears that undermining re- 
spect for our Founding Fathers is a popular 
activity for many modern liberals, who de- 
sire to use such attacks to undermine respect 
for the system of government they left us. 

Clearly, the advocates of the thesis that 
Thomas Jefferson fathered Sally Hemings’ 
children must strain the evidence to reach 
the conclusion they have. 

On the other hand, Jefferson’s political 
opponent John Adams dismissed Callen- 
der’s ugly accusations as “mere clouds of 
unsubstantiated vapor.” 

Noted historian Forrest McDonald, a 
devotee of the greatness of Jefferson’s 
arch-nemesis, Alexander Hamilton, was 
once inclined to believe the rumors, but 
after carefully reviewing all the evidence, 
including the 1998 DNA findings, con- 
cluded, “I’m always delighted to hear the 
worst about Thomas Jefferson. It’s just 
that this particular thing won’t wash.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Fake Gun Used to 
Rob Fake Hair Store 


WIBW.com out of Wichita reported on 
January 22 about a robbery at a wig shop 
that ended with the suspect being shot. A 
store called Honies Wig and Beauty Sup- 
ply was targeted by an armed robber, who 
burst into the store demanding cash. The 
store clerk working behind the counter 
grabbed his own handgun and fired at the 
suspect, hitting the man multiple times. 
The suspect was taken to a nearby medical 
facility with non-life-threatening injuries 
and is expected to survive. Investigators 
later determined that the suspect’s weapon 
was actually a toy gun and, much like the 
hair in the store he targeted for a robbery, 
it was only a replica of the real thing. 


Video Goes Viral 


In a similar story out of West Compton, 
California, a private security guard at 
a convenience store faced off with two 
would-be robbers who were armed with 
what was described as a “fake” gun. 
Video of the incident was posted to You- 
Tube, where it quickly went viral and was 
viewed more than 1.5 million times in less 
than a week. 

WGNTV.com reported on January 19 
about the incident, which had many comi- 
cal elements that added to its popularity. 
The video opens with the two suspects 
walking into the convenience store and 
jumping over the counter to rob the store 
clerk and take money from the cash regis- 
ter. One of the suspects is armed with what 
appears to be a semi-automatic handgun. 
Then the security guard, who was posted 
outside the store, enters and opens fire at 
the suspects, hitting them both. 

A hilarious verbal exchange follows in 
the video. In the immediate aftermath of the 
shooting, one of the suspects pleads with 
the security guard, saying that his gun is 
fake, to which the security guard replies, 
“Oh well. Mine’s real!” The security guard 
continues to use other colorful language, 
including obscenities, as he yells at the sus- 
pects and detains them until police arrive. 

The aggressiveness of the security 
guard in the video led many commenters 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ES 


to add their own jovial take on the incident 
in the comment thread. One commenter 
wrote, “That’s one rent-a-cop worth every 
dollar. Bravo.” 

The suspects were later identified as 
being juveniles around 16 years old, and 
they received treatment at a nearby hos- 
pital for injuries that were not life-threat- 
ening. Both suspects were charged with 
robbery and are being held without bail. 


Anti-gun Candidate 
Mugged on Campaign 


The Chicago Tribune reported on January 
12 that Illinois attorney general candidate 
Aaron Goldstein was robbed while tak- 
ing promotional photos for his campaign. 
The robbery took place in the middle of 
the day, shortly after Goldstein began a 
photo shoot, when three men approached 
the victims. One of the suspects pulled 
out a handgun and demanded all their 
money and equipment. Goldstein and his 
crew were completely helpless and com- 
plied with the demands. The thugs stole 
their money, camera equipment, and cell- 
phones. Goldstein’s campaign manager 
described the crime as “a totally random 
act of violence in the community.” 
Second Amendment advocates can’t 
help but snicker when they hear what hap- 
pened to Goldstein, because his campaign 
website promotes gun control. What hap- 
pened to Goldstein is perfect evidence that 
when you are not armed for self-defense, 
you may end up as a helpless victim to be 
preyed on by criminals. In this case, Gold- 
stein and his associates are fortunate that 
the robbers left them alive, as we have an 
abundant number of news stories in which 
criminals physically attack, rape, and even 
kill their victims after the initial robbery. 


No Good Deed 
Goes Unpunished 


A good Samaritan who went out of his way 
to help a homeless man ended up having 
to shoot the man after he became danger- 
ous. KSAT.com reported out of San Anto- 
nio on January 18 about the sad incident. 


Sixty-three-year-old Ralph McKinley was 
the good Samaritan in this story, and he 
knew the suspect, 33-year-old Willie Allen 
Boudry. Boudry is a homeless man who is 
apparently struggling with his own person- 
al demons. McKinley knew Boudry from 
church, where they attended together for 
around five years, and described him as “a 
good kid.” McKinley said he gave Boudry 
$20 after finding him sleeping outside 
McKinley’s apartment complex. McKin- 
ley went to his apartment and fell asleep. 
He was awakened around | a.m. by Boudry 
kicking on his apartment door. Boudry was 
armed with a large butcher knife and ap- 
peared deranged. McKinley, in fear for his 
life, grabbed his 9 mm pistol and sheltered 
in place while he called 911. Boudry kept 
kicking at the door until it burst open. With 
Boudry standing in the now-open doorway, 
McKinley was left with no other option but 
to fire at him. Boudry was hit in the leg and 
fell to the floor. Police soon arrived, and 
Boudry was taken for medical treatment. 
He was later charged with burglary of a 
habitation with intent to commit assault, 
and his bond was set at $20,000. 

McKinley said that despite what hap- 
pened, this scary incident won’t stop him 
from helping those in need. “God told me to 
help, so I will help,” he told KSAT. 


The Great Equalizer 


The elderly are routinely targeted by crimi- 
nals, since they usually make perfect vic- 
tims. For the most part, someone who is 
older is usually not as well-equipped as 
someone who is younger to defend him- 
self from a violent attack, as both strength 
and speed decline as we age. At least that 
is what 24-year-old Timothy Coker might 
have been thinking when he allegedly 
broke in to a house in Kanawha County, 
West Virginia. WOWKTV.com reported 
on January 13 about the attempted burglary 
by Coker. Police say Coker broke into the 
garage of a home owned by an 82-year-old 
man. The homeowner was in the garage at 
the time of the break-in. This octogenarian 
was no helpless victim, though, as he was 
armed. The homeowner shot Coker, who 
died at the scene. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Attacks Mount on Those 
Trying to Run Interior, EPA 
the Right Way 


ITEM: /n an article entitled “Trump unites 
Democrats and Republicans — to oppose 
his offshore drilling plan,” the Los Ange- 
les Times for January 11, 2018 reported: 
“Members of Congress from both parties 
and both coasts have intensified their op- 
position to the Trump administration s 
plan to open almost all of America’s outer 
continental shelf to energy exploration.” 

ITEM: Writing in USA Today for Janu- 
ary 12, 2018, U.S. Representative Ted 
Lieu (D-Calif.) objected to the decision 
by the Interior Department to exempt 
Florida from the Trump administrations 
proposed offshore oil drilling plan, saying 
this reeked of illegal political favoritism. 

Also, said Lieu: “Offshore drilling cre- 
ates extraordinary safety concerns for 
coastal communities and ecosystems. In- 
stead of fighting climate change and look- 
ing at wind, tidal and wave energy develop- 
ment, the Trump administration is barreling 
towards crisis after crisis with this plan.” 
Item: The Los Angeles Times for Janu- 
ary 18, 2018 reported: “One year into the 
Trump administration s unrelenting push to 
dilute and disable clean air and water poli- 
cies, the impact is being felt in communi- 
ties across the country. Power plants have 
been given expanded license to pollute, the 
dirtiest trucks are being allowed to remain 
on the roads and punishment of the biggest 
environmental scofflaws is on the decline.” 

“The numbers emerging from the fed- 
eral government’ database of enforce- 
ment actions against polluters show that 
from the time Pruitt took the helm early 
last year through November, the dollar 
amount of pollution-control equipment 
and cleanup activity the EPA demanded 
dropped by more than 85%.” 

In an attempt to buttress its case against 
the Trump administration, the Times cited 
comments by an official from the previous 
administration: “Tt is one thing to say we 
have a change of administration and a dif- 
ferent level of emphasis and focus,’ said 
Cynthia Giles, who led the EPA’s enforce- 
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Living within the law: Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt has solicited 
comments on allowing environmentally safe oil drilling on the outer continental shelf, and he has 
shifted some environmental regulating to states, where it legally belongs. For that he is vilified. 


ment office during the Obama administra- 
tion and has analyzed the recent data. ‘But 
this kind of drop is not a change of empha- 
sis. That is abandonment. That is a very, 
very big deal.’” 

CORRECTION: If you want to make a 
mountain out of a molehill, it helps to add 
dirt. The “dirt” is largely fear-mongering. 
The political and media adversaries of the 
current top officials contend that commu- 
nity safety around the nation is being sac- 
rificed to the gods of the oil industry and 
claims that power plants are now being 
given free rein to pollute. These agencies 
have abandoned — or so we are supposed 
to believe — all of the wondrous edicts of 
their predecessors that produced universal 
sweetness and light, and have now enlisted 
with the venal forces of the dark side. Ca- 
tastrophes are said to loom on every front 
because omniscient progressive crusaders 
are no longer in charge. 

Moreover, testifying to the reputed evil 
intentions of EPA Administrator Scott 
Pruitt, he has presided over the shrinking 
of the workforce of his agency by — can 
you believe it!? — a monstrous 4.1 per- 
cent (as compared to the end of 2016). 
The EPA staff is smaller than it has been 
in more than three decades. (It is down to 
“about 14,000 workers,” by several recent 


accounts.) The president of the American 
Federation of Government Employees 
Council 238, which represents EPA em- 
ployees, maintains that Pruitt is “basically 
doing everything he can to gut the agency 
of quality personnel.” 

We could fill pages with the hypoth- 
esized wickedness of the regulatory offi- 
cials of the current administration at vari- 
ous levels. Bloomberg Businessweek, for 
example, in late December ran a lengthy 
tirade about those running the agencies 
(the title, “In Trump’s Washington, Foxes 
Guard the Henhouse,” gives away the 
foregone conclusion). 

The president’s Cabinet, we are assured, 
is “studded with people who fought to un- 
dermine the missions of the agencies they 
now lead.” To drive home the point, the 
publication not surprisingly found a leftist 
New England politician to quote, Rhode 
Island’s junior Democrat Senator Sheldon 
Whitehouse. He obliged by saying of the 
Trump administrators: “This is almost like 
an exercise in trolling, in which they go 
out of their way to pointedly pick both 
shameless and inappropriate people for 
these public-safety positions.” 

Similarly, the (London-based) Econo- 
mist enlightens credulous readers to its as- 
sertion: “Energy firms could have no bet- 
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ter friend than Scott Pruitt, the head of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, who 
has zealously overturned rules in their fa- 
vour. All of the transparency initiatives ... 
have been rolled back.” 

In the interests of decorum, we won’t 
say all of those making such inflated 
claims are liars, but they are assuredly liv- 
ing on the other side of the facts. 

The Interior Department’s early Janu- 
ary release that suggested opening the door 
for the possibility of more development of 
offshore energy, which sparked outrage 
among left-wing and green-tinged oppo- 
nents, was a departure from the direction 
pointed by the Obama administration. The 
overreaction was expected, if misguided. 
After all, according to the (likely conser- 
vative) estimates of the Minerals Manage- 
ment Service (MMS), the outer continental 
shelf (OCS) contains 86 billion barrels of 
oil and 420 trillion cubic feet of natural gas. 
Realizing that potential, if energy develop- 
ers were unleashed and eventually deemed 
it profitable, could mean jobs for nearly a 
million Americans, say some experts. 

On the other hand, the previous admin- 
istration stressed keeping American re- 
sources in the ground. In November 2016, 
wrote Nicolas Loris, a fellow in energy and 


environmental policy at the Heritage Foun- 
dation, the Obama Interior Department 


finalized some of the most restrictive 
leasing programs to date. 

The Interior Department’s final 
2017-2022 Outer Continental Shelf 
Oil and Gas Leasing Program was 
best known for the areas it placed off 
limits, rather than what it made avail- 
able to lease for energy exploration. 


As the Trump administration’s Interior 
Department put it early this year, the Draft 
Proposed Plan (DPP) “proposes to make 
over 90 percent” of the total federal OCS 
“acreage and more than 98 percent of un- 
discovered, technically recoverable oil 
and gas resources in federal offshore areas 
available to consider for future exploration 
and development. By comparison, the cur- 
rent program puts 94 percent of the OCS 
off limits. In addition, the program pro- 
poses the largest number of lease sales in 
USS. history.” 

The initial proposal is not a manda- 
tory campaign; it could make more op- 
portunities available. Speaking about the 
potential of opening more offshore areas 
to drilling, even a Bloomberg writer (in a 


a 


Potential bonanza: The Obama administration made drilling in most of the outer continental 


shelf off-limits, despite the fact that it is thought to contain 86 billion barrels of oil and 420 trillion 
cubic feet of natural gas. With accessing these deposits meaning high-paying American jobs and 
with spills being avoidable or fixable and the damage temporary, it seems an unsound decision. 
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January piece) acknowledged that the In- 
terior Department’s draft 


is only an initial step in assembling 
a new five-year schedule for sell- 
ing offshore oil leases from 2019 to 
2024, replacing an Obama-era plan 
spanning 2017 to 2022. The process 
begins broadly, with the number 
of potential sales and the available 
acreage generally whittled down in 
response to public comments and en- 
vironmental reviews. 


Moreover, as pointed out by “Bloomberg- 
Politics” writer Jennifer Dlouhy, there are 
still at least “two major milestones before a 
final lease sale schedule could be imposed, 
including the release of a proposed program 
later this year.” Interior Secretary Ryan 
Zinke has been careful in pointing out that 
the initial release is not the final plan. “Not 
all areas are appropriate for offshore drill- 
ing, and we will take that into consideration 
in the coming weeks,” said the secretary. 
Of course politics is involved. And ini- 
tial plans are just that — in this case for 
possibilities, not prohibitions. Writing in 
the Richmond (Virginia) News-Leader for 
January 13, William O’Keefe offered some 
perspective. O’Keefe, a consultant and 
a former executive vice president of the 
American Petroleum Institute, commented: 


From the sturm und drang reaction 
to the Department of Interior’s an- 
nouncement of a five-year gas and 
oil leasing plan that would open most 
offshore areas, it could be concluded 
that leasing was imminent. It is not 
— and the hand-wringing reactions 
are another reflection of the polariza- 
tion that exists in the country. 

To begin with, this is a proposal 
affecting what could take place be- 
tween 2019 and 2024 if the leasing 
plan is approved and implemented, 
which is less than certain. 

There are a number of steps that 
a proposal must go through before it 
is final. 

The Jan. 4 announcement was an 
early step in an iterative process. The 
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Not a dirty deal: President Trump signed an executive order to review restrictive drilling policies 
on the outer continental shelf. Despite claims by his detractors, this does not mean that Trump is 
pro-pollution; he is merely trying to discern which prohibitions are purely political. 


next step involves collecting and ana- 
lyzing public comments — and then 
publishing a revision for further com- 
ment and analysis. 


The final plan requires approval by the 
secretary before being submitted to Con- 
gress and the president. Along the way, 
federal representatives and officials from 
the affected states change the scope of the 
leasing plan. 

This is not to say that the direction 
pointed by top officials is meaningless. 
Consider how stark are the differences be- 
tween the chief executives in France and 
the United States, in terms of energy and 
the environment, among others. In De- 
cember, French lawmakers — at the be- 
hest of President Emmanuel Macron (who 
apparently sees himself as the savior of the 
world’s climate) — banned fracking and 
oil extraction in all of France’s territories 
(by 2040). The gesture didn’t cost much 
— since France is 99 percent dependent 
on hydrocarbon imports. 

Yes, it does make a difference to have 
leaders in favor of energy production and 
opposed to overregulation. 

And when such U.S. officials are out- 
spoken, they become targets of the mass 
media. Scott Pruitt is a prime example. 
The chief of the EPA recently outlined 
to the Wall Street Journal a number of 
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the major changes he is seeking to make 
his second year: They include, noted the 
paper, repealing and rewriting Obama-era 
tules for power plant emissions, speeding 
up the agency’s permit review process, 
“implementing weekly performance as- 
sessments across the agency and fostering 
a public debate about climate change.” 
Such common-sense priorities have the 
Left frothing at its collective mouth. 

Pruitt’s EPA disputes the mainstream 
media charges (cited at the top of this 
column) that it is abandoning its mission 
because its regulations have not been as 
costly as those handed down under Obama. 
Rather, says EPA, it has frequently shifted 
enforcement of environmental violations 
to state agencies. Imagine that. Is it really 
possible that states might know better about 
local needs than the feds? Even thinking 
about that is alien to big-government advo- 
cates who revere centralized power. 

The current EPA is not hiding what it 
is doing. It acknowledged (in a release in 
November) that Pruitt is “on a mission to 
re-engineer the agency’s culture by re- 
turning power to states and away from the 
Washington bureaucrats and coastal elites 
he said have led it astray.” 

Those commentators who are not wed- 
ded to conventional groupthink see Pruitt 
in a different light from the ogre pictured 
by the Left. Kevin Williamson, writing in 
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the National Review (December 31, 2017), 
stressed that the EPA chief is interested 
in “stewardship” as opposed to the left- 
wing’s favored “prohibition.” Pruitt is, 
writes Williamson, an “endangered spe- 
cies: a Washingtonian who cares whether 
he actually technically has the power to 
do what he wants to do.” The Pruitt-led 
EPA is not “deregulating.” Rather, as the 
agency head puts it: “We are regulating in 
accordance with the law.” 

In an extensive piece in the Weekly 
Standard (“The Man They Love to Hate,” 
December 25, 2017), Fred Barnes offers a 
number of examples, large and small, of 
how Pruitt is doing the job. The EPA head, 
he recounts, has reformed “the 22 panels 
of science advisers at the agency, kick- 
ing those who get EPA grants off to avoid 
conflicts of interest. And he has barred the 
practice of ‘sue and settle’ whereby EPA 
consents to a settlement in litigation, often 
with environmentalists. It’s a backdoor 
way to create regulations that Congress 
would be unlikely to enact.” 

The EPA chief, as noted by the execu- 
tive editor of the Weekly Standard, is not 
anti-regulation. Instead, he is against 


regulatory overreach he regards as 
a menace to freedom and economic 
growth. Rather than concentrating on 
new regulatory targets, he’s attacking 
the massive backlog of problems ne- 
glected by his predecessors, such as 
finally cleaning up the toxic waste 
at 1,300 Superfund sites and dealing 
with 700-plus state air quality plans 
left behind by earlier administrations. 

Pruitt’s biggest clash with the ac- 
cepted wisdom of Washington has 
come over the Paris Accord, the in- 
ternational treaty to deal with climate 
change.... 

In meetings at the White House, 
he provided Trump with a series of 
reasons to oppose the accord. 


In short, there is little wonder why “pro- 
gressives” can’t stomach the chiefs of In- 
terior and the EPA: These chiefs don’t put 
America last. 

— WILLIAM P. HOAR 
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THE !\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Trump and the Nationalist-globalist War 


GG S ince Donald J. 
Trump’s inaugu- 
ration a year ago, 

a war has raged within the 

White House between ‘na- 

tionalists and globalists,’” 

writes Stewart M. Patrick, in 

his blog post for January 26 

entitled, “Trump at Davos: 

Nationalism, Globalism, and 

American Sovereignty.” A 

nationalist vs. globalist war 

is indeed raging, as we have 
been reporting in THE NEw 

AMERICAN, and not only in 

the White House. Patrick, to 

be sure, is on the side of the 
globalists. His blog, The In- 
ternationalist, is an official propaganda fount for the Council 

on Foreign Relations (CFR), where he works as the James H. 

Binger senior fellow in global governance and director of the 

International Institutions and Global Governance Program. He 

is a leading voice for the globalist CFR presidium that has domi- 

nated every administration, whether Democrat or Republican, 

since World War II. 

Patrick took umbrage with much of President Trump’s January 
26 speech in Davos, Switzerland, to the World Economic Forum, 
which has long been the annual social gathering of the one-world 
elites. Like all globalists, he was particularly put off by President 
Trump’s repeated affirmations of his commitment to national sov- 
ereignty. Patrick and his fellow globalists have done their best to 
discredit nationalism by associating it with “national socialism” 
(i.e., Nazism, Hitlerism, fascism). However, America’s Founding 
Fathers were ardent nationalists. They believed in a sovereign 
United States of America governed by the rule of law — as de- 
fined by the U.S. Constitution. They were not isolationists; they 
believed in trade and relations with all friendly nations. President 
Trump reaffirmed this vision, noting that “America First does 
not mean America alone,” and indicating that under his agenda 
America will remain engaged in the world. 

The CFR’s Patrick also dinged the president for “his explicit 
endorsement of bilateralism over multilateralism,” his antago- 
nism toward the United Nations and the World Trade Organi- 
zation, and his “disavowal of the Trans-Pacific Partnership.” 
The usual internationalist intelligentsia echoed Stewart Patrick’s 
critique of Trump’s speech. 

While President Trump was in Davos, very important dramas 
in the nationalist-globalist war were unfolding back at home. 
Among those dramas is the still-unfinished neck-and-neck race 
between the House Intelligence Committee and the “Trump- 
Russia collusion” investigation headed by Special Counsel 
Robert Mueller. The Mueller probe, which is an extension of 
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the “Russia collusion” charge 
made by the Hillary Clin- 
ton campaign, has produced 
nothing to substantiate the 
sensational allegations of 
a treasonous Trump-Putin 
conspiracy. Nevertheless, 
as Trump headed to Davos, 
the Democrats and the Deep 
State operatives of the es- 
tablishment media stepped 
up their clamor for President 
Trump to submit to interroga- 
tion by Mueller. 

At the same time, Republi- 
cans on the House Intelligence 
Committee were moving to 
release a classified four-page 
memo that had been the subject of heated debate for weeks. The 
memo, reportedly, outlines evidence of “shocking” surveillance 
abuses at the Department of Justice under President Obama. The 
globalists, clearly, are worried that releasing the memo could 
cause the Mueller investigation to unravel, exposed as the diver- 
sionary political “witch hunt” that President Trump claims it to be. 

Republican members of the House of Representatives who 
viewed the memo in a secure room urged that it be made pub- 
lic, insisting that the American people would be outraged by the 
abuses exposed, and arguing that this is essential to protect against 
continued threats from unconstitutional government surveillance. 

A national #ReleaseTheMemo campaign on Twitter and other 
social media produced such a storm that congressional Democrats 
and media globalists have claimed this is further evidence that 
Putin is interfering to stop the Mueller probe. BuzzFeed featured 
a story on January 24 entitled “#ReleaseTheMemo Controversy 
Shows That Bots Now Drive Almost Every Conversation,” which 
was carried by many other fake news outlets. BuzzFeed, it may 
be recalled, is the left-wing “news” site that originally published 
the fake “dossier” story to damage Donald Trump. 

BuzzFeed, BusinessInsider, and other reports in the establish- 
ment media cited the supposedly authoritative “Russia watch- 
dog project” Hamilton 68 as their source for the claim that Rus- 
sian bots are responsible for the #ReleaseTheMemo tsunami. 
Not surprisingly, Hamilton 68 is an operation run by reliable 
anti-Trump globalists, one of the most prominent being Laura 
Rosenberg (CFR), director of the German Marshall Fund’s Alli- 
ance for Securing Democracy (ASD). Both the German Marshall 
Fund and ASD are CFR adjuncts and full-fledged combatants 
in the nationalist-globalist war. The globalists intend to remove 
Trump from the White House — by one means or another. Right 
now they are trying to discredit the House Intelligence Commit- 
tee memo to make sure that its release does not derail their most 
important tool, the Mueller probe/witch hunt. 
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It's Never Been About Trading 
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Learn how our personal freedoms and national independence 
are being undermined by the establishment’s “international 
merger” agenda. Then, use this book to wake up your fellow 
Americans and work with them to stop the New World Order. 
This fourth printing includes a new chapter on “Amending 
the Constitution by Treaty” and an “Addendum Two,’ which 
provides updates on international merger news since the 2015 
third printing. (2017ed., 185pp, 1/$9.95; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24- 
39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE17 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE P — ~ ° 
: A <4 Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS * P.0. BOX 8040 
‘ APPLETON, WI 54912 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org ' 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 
Name 
Address 
SHIPPING/HANDLING wWiRESIDENTS ADD i i 
SUBTOTAL — (scecuant BELOW) sve SLES SAX TOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. C) Check OVISA U Discover oe tne tn 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping (1 Money Order (MasterCard LU) American Express VISAMCrDsco Anecan Bes 
$0-10.99 $6.36 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 cena pu 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopdBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 


$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call 


Signature 180219 


VISIT https://goo.gl/jZGK7p 
to purchase your e-books! 


The John Birch Society 
ene 


